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PREFACE. 


Y object in the present Essay has been to deal 

with the New Testament as a whole, and that on 
purely historical grounds. The separate books of which 
it is composed are considered not individually, but as 
claiming to be parts of the Apostolic heritage of Chris- 
tians. And thus reserving for another occasion the 
inquiry into their mutual relations and essential unity, 
I have endeavoured to connect the history of the New 
Testament Canon with the growth and consolidation 
of the Catholic Church, and to point out the relation 
existing between the amount of evidence for the authen- 
ticity of its component parts, and the whole mass of 
Christian literature. However imperfectly this design 
has been carried out, I cannot but hope that such a 
method of inquiry will convey both the truest notion of 
the connexion of the written Word with the living body 
of Christ, and the surest conviction of its divine autho- 
rity. Hitherto the co-existence of several types of 
Apostolic doctrine in the first age and of various parties 
in Christendom for several generations afterwards has 
been quoted to prove that our Bible as well as our Faith 
is a mere compromise. But while I acknowledge most 
willingly the great merit of the Tiibingen School in 
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pointing out with marked distinctness the characteristics 
of the different books of the New Testament, and thcir 
connexion with special sides of Christian doctrine and 
with various eras in the Christian Church, it seems to 
me almost inexplicable that they should not have found 
in those writings the explanation instead of the result of 
the divisions which are traceable to the Apostolic times. 

To lay claim to candour is only to profess in other 
words that I have sought to fulfil the part of an historian 
and not of a controversialist. No one will be more 
grieved than myself if I have misrepresented or omitted 
any point of real importance ; and those who know the 
extent and intricacy of the ground to be travelled over 
will readily pardon less serious errors. But candour 
will not I trust be mistaken for indifference: for I have 
no sympathy with those who are prepared to sacrifice 
with apparent satisfaction each debated position at the 
first assault. Truth is indeed dearer than early faith, 
but he can love truth little who knows no other love. If 
then I have ever spoken coldly of Holy Scripture, it is 
because I have wished to limit my present statements to 
the just consequences of the evidence brought forward. 
But history is not our only guide; for while internal 
criticism cannot usurp the place of history, it has its 
proper field ; and as feeling cannot decide on facts, so 
neither can testimony convey that sense of the manifold 
wisdom of the Apostolic words which is I believe the 
sure blessing of those who seek rightly to penetrate into 
their meaning. 

Whatever obligations I owe to previous writers are 
I hope in all cases duly acknowledged. That they are 
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fewer than might have been expected is a necessary 
result of the change which was required in the treatment 
of the subject owing to the form of modern controversy ; 
and the same change will free me from the necessity 
of discharging the unwelcome office of a critic. Yet it 
would be ungrateful not to bear witness to the accuracy 
and fulness of Lardner’s ‘ Credibility’ ; for, however im- 
perfect it may be in the view which it gives of the earliest 
period of Christian literature, it is, unless I am mistaken, 
more complete and trustworthy than any work which 
has been written since on the same subject. 

There is however one great drawback to the study of 
Christian antiquity, so serious that I cannot but allude 
to it. The present state of the text, at least of the 
early Greek Fathers, is altogether unworthy of an age 
which has done so much to restore to classic writers 
their ancient beauty; and yet even in intellect Origen 
has few rivals. But it is perhaps as unreasonable as it 
is easy to complain; and I have done nothing more 
than follow Manuscript authority as far as I could in 
giving the different catalogues of the New Testament. 
I can only regret that I have not done so throughout ; 
for—to take one example—the text of the Canons given 
in Mansi, as far as my experience goes, is utterly un- 
trustworthy, while the materials for determining a good 
one are abundant and easily accessible. 

During the slow progress of the Essay through the 
press several works have appeared of which I have been 
able to make little or no use. All that I wished to say 
on the Roman and African Churches was printed before 
I saw Milman’s Latin Christianity ; and of the second 
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edition of Bunsen’s Hippolytus and his Age 1 have only 
been able to use partially the Analecta Ante-Nicana. 
It is however a great satisfaction to me to find that Dr 
Milman maintains that the early Roman Church was 
essentially Greek ; a view which I believe to be as true 
as it is important, notwithstanding the remarks of his 
Dublin reviewer. 

It only remains for me to acknowledge how much I 
- owe to the kind help of friends in consulting books 
which were not within reach. And I have further to 
offer my sincere thanks to the Rev. W. Cureton, Canon 
of Westminster, to the Rev. Dr Burgess of Blackburn, 
to Dr Tregelles of Plymouth, and to Mr T. Ellis of 
the British Museum, for valuable information relative 
to Syriac Manuscripts; and likewise to the Rev. H. O. 
Coxe of the Bodleian Library for consulting several 
Greek Manuscripts of the Canons contained in that 
collection. 


Harrow, 
Fuly, 1855. 





NOTICE TO THE SECOND EDITION. 


URING the cleven years which have elapsed since 

the first edition of this Hzstory of the New Testa- 
ment Canon was published, the subject with which it 
deals has been brought under frequent discussion. It is 
therefore with real thankfulness that I can feel that the 
positions which I occupied at first have in every case, as 
far as I can judge, remained unshaken. On the first 
appearance of the book a favourable critic remarked 
that I had ‘conceded to opponents more than I meed 
‘have done’ in the conduct of the inquiry. Perhaps it 
was so then, but I felt sure that I had not conceded 
more than I ougAt, and therefore no further concessions 
remain to be made now. The lesson even in this narrow 
feld is not without value. Every one admits that 
Truth has nothing to fear from the fullest inquiry into 
each portion of the realm which she claims for her 
inheritance; but it is hard to carry the admission into 
practice. And so reticence begets suspicion, and sus- 
picion hardens into distrust and disbelief, which would 
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never have grown up, if a candid exposition of difficulties 
and defects in evidence had been made in the first 
instance by one who did not hold them to be insuper- 
able. 

It will be found that the whole Essay has been care- 
fully revised. Very much has been added from sources 
either new or neglected by me before. By an enlarge- 
ment of Appendix D I have given the documentary 
evidence for the Canon of the whole Bible, furnishing 
in this way the original texts of the principal passages 
which are given only in a translation in the Bible in the 
Church. In the task of revision I found valuable help 
in Credner’s posthumous Geschichte der Neutestament- 
lichen Kanon (Berlin 1860), though the unfinished work 
is at best only an inadequate expression of his judg- 
ment. 

My thanks are due to Dr Tregelles for a fac-simile 
of his tracing of the Muratorian Canon, and to many 
other friends for corrections and additions, of whom 
I may be allowed to name specially the Rev. F. J. A. 
Hort. To the Rev. Hilton Bothamley my obligations 
are still greater. He not only revised the proofs and 
verified almost all the references, but also furnished me 
with constant and valuable suggestions which have 
contributed in no small degree to whatever superiority 
in accuracy and arrangement the new edition has over 
the old. 

B. F. W. 


HARROW, 
Fuly 9, 1866. 
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IN revising this Edition of my Essay I have had the 
help of an elaborate and continuous criticism on the earlier 
part of it by the anonymous author of Supernatural 
Religion’. It is, I think, impossible to value too highly 
the privilege of being able to regard a complicated line 
of evidence from another point of sight: to see difficul- 
ties as they are actually experienced and not as they are 
anticipated, or imagined: to realise the importance of 
details in a new position which are insignificant in the 
old one. And before I proceed to offer some necessary 
remarks upon the arguments of my critic, I wish to 
acknowledge most fully the obligation under which I lie 
to him. He has called my attention to several omis- 
sions, to one or two errors of detail, to many imperfec- 
tions of language, which may have misled others, since 
they have misled him. These various faults and defects 


1 [My references are made to the have been singularly hasty, for nume- 
first edition. This, however, will rous misprints are kept unchanged : 
cause no difficulty. In the second ¢.g., ‘‘ Hegesippus in the second half 
edition Vol. 1. coincides (as far as I of the eleventh century” (i. 218); 
have observed) e for page with ‘ Dial. 103, 105, thrice 107’ (for 
the frst edition from p. 217 onwards, 105 thrice,) (i. 291); Nagwpatos, Na- 
§ being subtracted from the number £étpaios (i. 309 n.), &c.; nor have I 
of the original page. In Vol. 11. I noticed that any errors other than 
have not observed any difference of clerical have been corrected. ] 
page or line. The ‘revision’ must | 
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I have endeavoured to remove or remedy; and I trust 
that each objection has been fairly met, as each has 
certainly been fairly considered. 

On two points of some interest, but on two only, I 
am inclined to modify the statements which I made be- 
fore. A fresh consideration of the actual circumstances 
in which Papias was placed, and of the fragmentary 
notices of his writings which remain, leads me to think 
that I have conceded too much to the supposition of his 
anti-Pauline tendencies. I have, however, left what I 
originally wrote with some very slight changes. On the 
other hand, I do not now think that the evidence on 
which I relied before is sufficient to prove beyond rea- 
sonable doubt that the Valentinian quotations in the 
Treatise against Herestes can be referred to Valentinus 
himself. In this case, therefore, I have re-written the 
paragraph which deals with the debateable facts, though, 
on the whole, I am still disposed to maintain my former 
opinion. 

So far I am indebted to the criticisms of my learned 
opponent for many improvements in detail in the course 
of the Essay; but my chief obligation is of a different 
kind. I owe to him a more complete conviction than I 
could otherwise have had of the soundness of the conclu- 
sions which I have maintained. He has stated objec- 
tions, which I knew before only through foreign books, 
with the clear, calm vigour of an English-speaking 
advocate, and the objections, even when thus stated, 
seem to me to be conclusively answered by the replies 
which have been given to them by anticipation. As to 
this, however, each student must judge for himself from 
the facts which lie before him. 

The wide acceptance which the work appears to have 
met with will also in the end, as I believe, render another 
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service to the truth. It will lead many to investigate 
the early history of Christianity for themselves; and if 
so, it will serve at once to establish the importance of 
close historical investigation for the understanding of 
our faith, and also to illustrate the utter hopelessness of 
a historical investigation which deals only with literary 
fragments and leaves out of account the continuity 
and power of life. 

Still, however widely I may differ from my critic 
both as to method and results, in one thing at least I am 
wholly at one with him. I heartily accept his proposi- 
tion (what Christian will not?) that in relation to the 
present subject, Truth, whatever it may be, ‘is the only 
‘object worthy of desire or capable of satisfying a 
‘rational mind ;’ and, this being so, I do not know that 
I can make a better return for the service which I have 
received, than by pointing out some cases, more or less. 
serious, in which he has fallen into error. 

In this connexion I may perhaps express my surprise 
that a writer who is quite capable of thinking for himself 
should have considered it worth while to burden his 
pages with lists of names and writings, arranged, for the 
most part, alphabetically, which have in very many cases 
no value whatever for a scholar, while they can only 
oppress the general reader with a vague feeling that all 
‘profound’ critics are on one side. The questions to be 
discussed must be decided by evidence and by argument 
and not by authority. Even if it were otherwise, the 
real authority, in this way of presenting it, bears no 
exact relation to the apparent authority. Writers are 
quoted as holding on independent grounds an opinion 
which is involved in their characteristic assumptions. 
And more than this, the references are not unfrequently 
actually misleading. One example will shew that I do 
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not speak too strongly. The following passage o occurs 
Vol. i. p. 273: 


‘It has been demonstrated that Ignatius was not sent to Rome 
‘at all, but suffered martyrdom in Antioch itself on the 20th of 
‘December, A.D. 115,” when he was condemned to be cast to wild 
‘beasts in the amphitheatre, in consequence of the fanatical ex- 
‘citement produced by the earthquake which took place on the 
‘13th of that month.’ 





The references in support of these statements are the 
following : 

© Baur, Urspr. d. Episc. Tiib. Zeitschr. f. Theol. 1838, H. 3, 
p.- 155 anm.; Bretschneider, Prodadifia, &c. p. 185; Bleek, Evv/. 
N. T., p. 144; Guericke, H’buch, K. G. 1. p. 148; Hagenbach, 
K.G., 1. p. 113 f.; Davidson, Jntrod. N. T., 1. p. 19; Mayerhoff, 
Etnl. petr. Schr., p.79; Scholten, Die alt. Zeugnisse, p. 40, p. 50 f. ; 
Volkmar, Der Ursprung, p. §2; H'buch Einl. Apocr.,\. p. 121f., 


136. 
a Volkmar, H’'buch Einl. Apocr., 1. p. 121 ff, 136 f.; Der 
Ursprung, p.52ff.; Baur, Ursf. d. Episc. Tiib. Zeitschr. f. Th. 1838, 
H. 3, p.149f.; Gesch. chr. Kirche, 1863, 1. p.440,anm.1; Davidson, 
Introd. N. T., 1. p.19; Scholten, Die alt. Zeugnisse, p. 51 f.; cf. 
Francke, Zur Gesch. Trajans, u. s. w. 1840, p. 253 f.; Hilgenfeld, 
Die ap. Vater, p. 214. 

Such an array of authorities, drawn from different 
schools, cannot but appear overwhelming; and the fact 
that about half of them are quoted twice over emphasizes 
the implied precision of their testimony as to the two 
points affirmed. I can therefore hardly be wrong in 
supposing that any ordinary reader would believe that 
if he could turn to the passages specified, he would 
find in each some elements, or at least some au- 
thoritative confirmation, of the ‘demonstration’ (1) of 
the place and date of the death of Ignatius [references 
(3)], and (2) of the circumstances and occasion of it 
[references (4)]. As very few English readers can 
be expected to have access to the works in question, it 
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may be worth while to set down in order what the 
student would find in place of the ‘demonstration,’ and 
the general agreement in its validity which he is led to 
expect. 

i. References (3). 

1. Baur, Urspr. d. Episc. Tiib. Zeitschr. 1838, it. 3, p. 
155 anm. In this note, which is too long to quote, there 
is nothing, so far as I see, in any way bearing upon the 
history except a passing supposition ‘wenn...... Ignatius 
‘im J. 116 an ihn [Polycarp]...... schrieb...... 

2. Bretschneider, Probadilia x. p 185. ‘ Pergamus 
‘ad Ignatium gui circa annum cxvi obtisse dicitur’ 

3. Bleek, Zz. N. 7. p. 144 [p. 142 ed. 1862] ‘...... 
‘In den Briefen des Ignatius Bischofes von Antiochien, 
‘der unter Trajan gegen 115 su“ Rom als Martyrer 
‘ starb.’ 

4. Guericke, Handb. K.G. i. p. 148 [p. 177 ed. 3, 
1838, the edition which I have used]. ‘ Ignatius, Bischoff 
‘yon Antiochien (Euseb. 4. E£. iii. 36), welcher wegen 
‘seines standhaften Bekenntnisses Christi wxter Trajan 
‘11§ zach Rom gefiihrt, und hicr 116 1m Colosseum von 
‘Lowen serrissen wurde (vgl. § 23, 1)’ Eye the same 
statement is repeated]. 

5. Hagenbach, A. G.i.113 f. [I have not been able 
to see the book referred to, but in his Lectures Die 
christliche Kirche der drei ersten Fahrhunderte, 1853 
(pp. 122 ff.), Hagenbach mentions the difficulty which 
has been felt as to the execution at Rome, while an exe- 
cution at Antioch might have been simpler and more 
impressive, and then quotes Giescler’s solution, and 
passes on with ‘Wie dem auch sci’.] 

6. Davidson, Jutrod. N. T. i. p. 19. ‘All [the 
‘Epistles of Ignatius] are posterior to Ignatius himself, 
‘who was not thrown to the wild beasts in the amphi- 
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‘theatre at Rome by command of Trajan, but at Antioch 
‘on December 20, A.D. 115. The Epistles were written 
‘after 150 A.D.’ [For these peremptory statements no 
evidence and no authority whatever is adduced. ] 

7. Mayerhoff, Finl. Petr. Schr. p. 79. ‘...... Ignatius, 
‘der spatestens 117 su Rom den Martyrertod litt....... ; 

8. Scholten, Dee alt. Zeugnisse p. 40, mentions 115 
as the year of Ignatius’ death: p. 50 f. The Ignatian 
letters are rejected partly ‘weil sie eine Martyrer-reise 
‘des Ignatius nach Rom melden, deren schon friiher 
‘erkanntes ungeschichtliches Wesen durch Volkmar’s 
‘nicht ungegriindete Vermuthung um so wahrschein- 
‘licher wird. Darnach scheint namlich Ignatius nicht zu 
‘Rom auf Befehl des sanftmiithigen Trajans, sondern zu 
‘Antiochia selbst, in Folge cines am dreizehnten Decem- 
‘ber 115 eingetretenen Erdbebens, als Opfer eines aber- 
‘gliubischen Volkswahns am zwanzigsten December 
‘dieses Jahres im Amphitheater den wilden Thieren zur 
‘ Beute iiberliefert worden zu sein.’ 

9. Volkmar, Der Ursprung, p. 52. [p. 52 ff.] [This 
book I have not been able to consult, but from secondary 
references I gather that it repeats the arguments given 
under the next reference. ] 

10. Volkmar, Handb. Einl. Apocr. p. 121 f., p. 136. 
‘Ein Haupt der Gemeinde zu Antiochia, Ignatius, wurde 
‘wahrend Trajan dortselbst iiberwinterte, am 20. De- 
‘zember den Thieren vorgeworfen, in Folge der durch 
‘das Erdbeben vom 13. Dezember I15 gegen die d6eou 
‘erweckten Volkswuth, ein Opfer zugleich der Siegesfeste 
‘des Parthicus, welche die Judith-Erzahlung (i. 16) an- 
‘deutet, Dio (c. 24 f. vgl. c. 10) voraussetzt...’ [I do not 
quote the arguments with which I am not now con- 
cerned. | 

If now these authorities are placed in connexion with 
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the statements under (3) which they are naturally sup- 
posed to confirm, it will be seen that three only of the 
nine writers lend any support to them: Volkmar (9, 10) 
and his two followers, one English, Davidson (6), and one 
Dutch, Scholten (8); and that one only (Volkmar) offers 
any arguments in support of them. Baur (1) occupies a 
negative position. Bleek (3), Guericke (4), Hagenbach, 
doubtfully (5), and Mayerhoff (7) afirm the martyrdom 
at Rome, the fact which the text denzes ; for it must be 
remembered that the references are made (apparently) in 
support of a definite fact which is said to have been ‘ 
‘demonstrated.’ 

ii. References (4). 

1. Volkmar: see above. 

2. Baur, Ursprung d. Episc. Tiib. Zeitschr. 1838, ii. 
H. 3, p. 149 f. In this passage Baur discusses generally 
the historical character of the Martyrdom, which he con- 
siders, as a whole, to be ‘doubtful and incredible. To 
establish this result he notices the relation of Christianity 
to the Empire in the time of Trajan, which he regards 
as inconsistent with the condemnation of Ignatius; and 
the improbable circumstances of the journey. The per- 
sonal characteristics, the letters, the history of Ignatius, 
are, in his opinion, all a mere creation of the imagination. 
The utmost he allows is that he may have suffered mar- 
tyrdom (p. 169). 

3. Baur, Gesch. chr. Kirche, 1863, i. p. 440, anm. 1. 
‘Die Verurtheilung ad bestias und die Abfthrung dazu 
‘nach Rom...... mag auch unter Trajan nichts zu un- 
‘ gewohnliches gewesen sein, aber.....bleibt die Geschichte 
‘seines Martyrerthums auch nach der Vertheidigung 
‘derselben von Lipsius...... hochst unwahrscheinlich. Das 
‘Factische ist wohl nur dass Ignatius im J. 115, als Trajan 
‘in Antiochien iiberwinterte, in Folge des Erdbebens in 
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‘diesem Jahr, in Antiochien selbst als ein Opfer der 
‘Volkswuth zum Martyrer wurde.’ 

4. Davidson: see above. 

5. Scholten: see above. 

6. Francke, Zur Gesch. Trajan’s, 1840 [1837] 
p. 253 f. [A discussion of the date of the beginning of 
Trajan’s Parthian war, which he fixes in A.D. 115, but he 
decides nothing directly as to the time of Ignatius’ 
martyrdom. |] 

7. Hilgenfeld, Die ap. Vater, p. 214 [pp. 210 ff]. 
Hilgenfeld points out the objections to the narrative in 
the Acts of the Martyrdom, the origin of which he 
refers to the period between Eusebius and Jerome: 
setting aside this detailed narrative he considers the 
historical character of the general statements in the 
letters. The mode of punishment by a provincial 
governor causes some difficulty : ‘bedenklicher,’ he con- 
tinues, ‘ist jedenfalls der andre Punct, die Versendung 
‘nach Rom.’ Why was the punishment not carried out at 
Antioch? Would it be likely that under an Emperor 
like Trajan a prisoner like Ignatius would be sent to 
Rome to fight in the amphitheatre? The circumstances 
of the journey as described are most improbable. The 
account of the persecution itself is beset by difficulties. 
Having set out these objections he lIcaves the question, 
casting doubt (like Baur) upon the whole history, and 
gives no support to the bold affirmation of a martyrdom 
“at Antioch, on December 20, A.D. 115.’ 

In this case, therefore, again, Volkmar alone offers 
any arguments in support of the statement in the text ; 
and the final result of the references is, that the alleged 
‘demonstration’ is, at the most, what Scholten calls 
‘a not groundless conjecture’,’ 


1 It may be worth while to add that ia spite of the profuse display 
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It seems quye needless to multiply comments on 
these results. Any one who will candidly consider this 
analysis will, I believe, agree with me in thinking that 
such a style of annotation, which runs through the 
whole work, is justly characterized as frivolous and 
misleading. It suggests the notion that the contents 
of a commonplace book have been emptied into the 
margin without careful collation and sifting. But it 
should be remembered in adopting such a process, if 
I may for once borrow the vigorous language of the 
author, that ‘a good strong assertion becomes a power- 
‘ful argument, since few readers have the means of 
‘verifying its correctness’ (ii. 66). : 

The text of the Essay is not unfrequently deformed 
by similar blemishes, which I can only refer to haste 
and impatience of revision. But from whatever source 
they spring such errors detract greatly from the value of 
the author's judgment. It is difficult, for example, to see 
how a writer with any clear views on the principles of 
textual criticism could either write or allow to stand 
even at the interval of cight hundred pages the two 
following statements: (1) ‘The episode of the angel 
‘who was said to descend at certain seasons and trouble 
‘the water of the pool of Bethesda...... may be mentioned 
‘here in passing, although the passage is not found in 
‘the older MSS. of the fourth Gospel (John v. 3, 4) and 
‘it was certainly [‘ probably’ p. 113, ed. 2] a late interpo- 
‘lation’ (i. 103). (2) ‘ The words which most pointedly 
‘relate the miraculous phenomena characterizing the 
‘pool do not appear in the oldest MSS. and are con- 
‘sequently rejected...... [John v. 3, 4, is quoted]. We 
‘must believe, however, that this passage did originally 


of learning in connexion with Ignatius, I do not see even in the second 
edition any reference to the full and elaborate work of Zahn. 
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“belong to the text, and has from an grly period been 
‘omitted from MSS. on account of the difficulty it 
‘presents; and one of the reasons which points to this 
‘is the fact that verse 7, which is not questioned and has 
‘the authority of all the codices, absolutely implies the 
‘existence of the previous words, without which it has 
‘no sense’ (ii, 421). No contradiction could be more 
complete or more peremptory. On the other hand no 
critical problem could be more simple; yet all principles 
of solution appear to be lost in the medium through 
which it is regarded. 

It would scarcely be worth while to refer to the 
startling mistranslations of Greek and Latin which occur 
from time to time, if the author did not most justly 
insist on the necessity of rigorous exactness’. Many of 
these may be due as much to want of care as to want of 
scholarship. Sometimes, however, they lead to serious 
consequences; and in one place an inattention to gram- 
mar has led the author to charge those who do not feel 
at liberty to disregard the fundamental laws of oblique 
construction with ‘a falsification of the text’ (ii. 329, f.). 

It follows almost as a necessary consequence that a 
want of grammatical accuracy leads toa want of accuracy 
in statement. The author of Supernatural Religion 


‘vaileth...” ii. 100, Marcion, aufer 


1 Two examples from Greek and 
two from Latin will suffice: il. 31... 
gn ‘O wrovnpos dor 6 reepdgwr, 6 xal 
aurdy wetpacas...“‘he said, ‘ The evil 
‘one is the tempter, who also tempted 
‘himself’,”’ as if 6 xal avrey x. were 
part of the quotation. ii. 46 éwet of 
Sec awoxaugOjvar, pnoly, yas ta 
réxva Tou Oeou wepl ww éarévater, 
gnolv, } xrlow Kal wdiwev, arexdexo- 
pévn rhv adwoxa\vyw...‘ when there- 
‘fore it was necessary to reveal, he 
‘says, us, who are children of God, in 
‘expectation of which revelation, he 
‘says, the creature groaneth and tra- 


etiam... ‘ Marcion also removes...” ii. 
g, Nam ex tis commentatoribus quos 
abemus, Lucam videtur Marcion ele- 

gisse quem lzderet. ‘ For of the Com- 

‘ mentators whom we possess, Marcion 

‘seems to have selected Luke, which 

‘he mutilates.’ Such blunders ought 

not to have been made, and certainly 

not to have been passed over in the 
most cursory revision of the work. 

Can any one seriously have supposed 

that Bp. Thirlwall could have so set 

grammar at defiance ? 
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strives, I cannot doubt, to be fair, but in spite of an 
ostentation of justice he falls into errors of fact far more 
frequently than an accurate scholar (as I believe) could 
do. Some of these errors I have had occasion to notice 
in the body of my essay (e.g. pp. 60 n. 1, 70 n. 2, 86 n. 4, 
150n. 4, 166 n. 1, &c.); and not to dwell now on isolated 
passages, a few continuous sentences will illustrate the 
fault of which I speak. 

We read, i. p. 426, ‘Eusebius informs us that Papias 
‘narrated from the Gospel according to the Hebrews a 
‘story regarding a woman accused before the Lord of 
‘many sins. The same writer likewise states that Hege- 
‘sippus, who came to Rome and commenced his public 
‘career under Anicetus, quoted from the same Gospel. 
‘The evidence of this “ancient and apostolic” man is very 
‘important, and although he evidently attaches great 
‘value to tradition, knew of no Canonical Scriptures 
‘of the New Testament, and, like Justin, rejected the 
‘Apostle Paul, he still regarded the Gospel according to 
‘the Hebrews with respect, and made use of no other. 
‘The best critics consider that this Gospel was the 
‘evangelical work used by the author of the Clementine 
‘ Homilies.’ 

Now of these seven or eight statements, which are 
made without any reserve, only one is supported by any 
direct evidence. One is at direct variance with the 
authority quoted; and the rest are mere conjectures of 
a small group of critics who are assumed to have a 
monopoly of right judgment. It is true that Eusebius 
says that Hegesippus quoted the Gospel to the He- 
brews, and this is all in the paragraph which I can 
allow to be true. Eusebius does not say that Papias 
narrated the history in question ‘from the Gospel accord- 
‘ing to the Hebrews’ (see p.71n. 1). There is absolutely 
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no evidence to shew that Justin rejected the Apostle 
Paul, or that Hegesippus rejected him, or that Hegesip- 
pus made use of no other Gospel than that according to 
the Hebrews, or that he knew of no canonical Scriptures 
of the New Testament (see pp. 167 ff. 205 ff.). 

The Gospel according to the Hebrews becomes 
frequently elsewhere the occasion of remarkable asser- 
tions. For example, ii. 167: ‘The Gospel according to 
‘the Hebrews...was made use of by all the Apostolic 
‘Fathers, by pseudo-Ignatius, Polycarp, Papias, Hege- 
‘sippus, Justin Martyr, and at least employed along 
‘with our Gospels by Clement of Alexandria, Origen 
‘and Jerome, whilst Eusebius is in doubt whether to 
‘place it in the second class among the Antilegomena 
‘with the Apocalypse, or, in the first, amongst the 
‘Homologomena (sic)*’ Here again definite statements 
are made for which partly I know no foundation of any 
kind, and partly only precarious conjectures. It is ap- 
parently quite an original assertion that Barnabas and 
Hermas (for if these are not meant, ‘all the Apostolic 
‘Fathers’ must be a periphrasis for Clement of Rome) 
and Polycarp used this Gospel: Papias, as we have 
shewn, if we may trust Eusebius, certainly did not use 
it: and there is nothing to shew that Clement of Rome 
or Justin Martyr did. If it is implied (and nothing less 
will serve the argument) that ‘Clement of Alexandria, 
‘Origen, and Jerome’ placed it on the same footing as 
the four Gospels, the statement is palpably false. And 
Eusebius neither states nor implies that he had ever 
any thoughts of placing it in ‘the first class,’ 

We may take an illustration of another kind. It is 


1 The reference in the next sen- recollection of some French critic 
tence to the Gospel of Peter as used than of Eusebius (‘Pwoo:s, //. £. vi. 
‘in the Church of Rhosse’ (sc, and 12). 
a.ain p. 161) seems to be rather a 
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stated by anticipation (i. 244), as the result to be after- 
wards established, ‘that all the early writers avoid our 
‘Gospels, if they knew them at all, and systematically 
‘make use of other works.’ Now I submit that even if 
the author had established all which he afterwards asserts, 
this statement would convey a perfectly false impression 
to the reader. Is it true that ‘all the early writers’ 
make use of Apocryphal Gospels? We read afterwards: 
‘(The Shepherd of Hermas] has no quotations from the 
‘Old or New Testament’ (i. 262): and again of the 
evangelic references of Polycarp, ‘in no case is there 
‘any written source indicated from which these passages 
‘are derived’ (i. 286): of the Epistle to Diognetus, ‘it is 
‘admitted that it does not contain a single direct quo- 
‘tation from any evangelical work’ (ii. 40): of Dionysius 
of Corinth, on the supposition that he referred to 
Gospels, ‘we have no indication whatever what evan- 
‘gelical works were in the Bishop's mind’ (ii. 167): of 
Melito, that he might have been ‘passed over alto- 
‘gether,’ so far as any references to the Gospels are 
concerned (ii. 172, 181): of the fragments of Claudius 
Apollinaris, in which the Canonical Gospels are referred 
to, that ‘there is exceedingly slight reason for attri- 
‘buting these fragments to him’ (ii. 191). The phrase 
‘all the early writers’ must be considerably modified 
when six out of the fifteen orthodox patristic authori- 
ties are set aside. But still further, is it fair to convey 
the belief that we are in a position to say anything 
whatever from the evidence of their writings of the 
‘systematic’ usage of any one of the writers examined 
except Justin Martyr and (perhaps) the author of the 
Clementine Homilies? The fragments and fragmentary 
notices of the other writers, if considered apart from 
their connexion with the life of the Church, are too 
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meagre to allow us to draw any conclusion as to their 


habits of quotation’. 


At first sight it must seem strange that a writer so 
learned, and in design so just, as the author of Szper- 
natural Religion can make such statements as I have 
quoted, but it is not difficult to see the reason. He is far 
more familiar, unless I am mistaken, with some modern 
German and Dutch speculations on the Gospels and carly 
Church history, than with the New Testament itsclf* 


1 Sometimes the author shews un- 
‘consciously that his mode of argu- 
‘ment proves too much. Thus when 
he has noticed the fact that ‘the 
* pseudo-Ignatius’ does not refer (by 
-name) to St John he adds in a note: 
‘Indeed in the universally repu- 
‘diated Epistles,: beyond the fagt 
‘that two are addressed to John... 
‘the only mention of him is...’ (ii. 
‘430). But I can hardly suppose that 
he would argue from this that the 
writer of these confessedly late Epi- 
-stles did not know St John as ‘the 
‘disciple whom Jesus loved’ and as 
‘the author of the fourth Gospel. 

2 One or two examples of grave 
inaccuracy as to the letter of the New 
Testament may be given to justify 
_my statement : 

(a) As to contents. ‘The assump- 
‘tion that the disciple thus indicated 
‘is John rests principally on the fact 
‘that...and also that he ov/y once 
. ‘distinguishes John the Baptist by 
‘the appellation 6 Baxriorns...’ (il. 
423). St John sever uses the phrase 
John the Baptist. 

‘There is no instance whatever 
‘that we can remember, in which 
‘a writer [of the New Testament] 
‘claims .to have himself performed 
‘a miracle’ (i. 191). Can the writer 
have forgotten Rom. xv. 19; 2 Cor. 
xil, 12? 

(6) As to fext. ‘This census was 
‘* first made... Luke ii. 2’ (i. 311). The 
‘true reading is without doubt atry 


~~ 


droypagn xpwrn éyévero, which can- 
not be so translated [nor indeed can 
the common reading]. (Marcion reads 
in Luke xi. 2) ‘ €X@érw 76 dyov wved- 
‘pad cov éd nuds instead of dya- 
‘cOnrw ro Svoua cov. The former is 
‘recognized to be the true original 
‘reading... We are therefore indebted 
‘to Marcion for the correct version 
‘even of “the Lord’s Prayer.”’ (ii. 
126.) The reading of Marcion is most 
uncertain, and on the other hand it 
is known that the words in question 
were substituted (¢.¢. by Gregory of 
Nyssa) for €XGérw 7 Baorreia cov. 

(c) As to taterpretation. The na- 
tural fear of Martha (John xi. 39) 
lends no support whatever to the 
statement that the Evangelist de- 
scribes ‘the restoration to life of a 
‘decomposed human body’ (i. 42. 
cf. 37). ‘The reading of Luke,’ 
TO ‘yevvuwpevov dytov KAnOycerat vids 
Geod, translated ‘that holy thing 
‘which shall be born of thee shall be 
‘called...’ is said (ii. 67) to ‘present 
‘an important variation’ from the 
reading of Basilides ro -yeryujevow éx 
gov ayvov KkAnOnoerat, translated ‘the 
‘thing begotten of thee shall be called 
‘holy,’ as if there were any difficulty 
in taking d@ycov as the predicate in 
St Luke. 

The whole discussion on the in- 
ternal character of the Gospel of St 
John (ii. 415 ff.) abounds with errors 
of this kind, and is, I must not shrink 
from saying, more inaccurate and 
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and the writings of the Fathers. Hence it is that he 
gives plausible conjectures as certain facts. Thus, with- 
out one word of caution, and (as I think) in direct con- 
tradiction to the evidence, he says that ‘ Ebionitic 
‘Gnosticism’ was ‘once the purest form of primitive 
‘Christianity’ (ii. 4), that ‘John as well ‘as Peter belonged 
‘to the Ebionitic party’ (ii. 407), that ‘Justin Martyr 
‘became a convert to Christianity strongly tinged with 
‘Judaism’ (i. 289), that ‘it is clear that Paul is referred to 
‘in Afpoc. ii. 2’ (ii. 408), and soon. He has consequently 
little patience even to attempt to understand the posi- 
tion of those from whom he differs. Their opinions 
are set down in perfect sincerity as ‘absurd’ and ‘pre- 
‘posterous, when, as I must still believe, the ‘absurdity’ 
lies in the attempt to construct a history of the Christian 
Church out of a few isolated fragments interpreted by 
a false assumption as to the character of the Gospel of 
Christ’. 

This fault appears to me to characterize the fatal 
defect—for so I must call it—of the critical investiga- 
tions of the author of Supernatural Religion. They are, 
to sum up all in a word, wholly unhistorical. They are 
conducted without any regard to the specific nature of 
the evidence which is available; without any realization 
of the facts of the Christian life; and, I will venture 
to add, without any clear recognition of the historical 
problem which is under discussion. I will now en- 


superficial (if possible) even than 
Scholten’s, on which it seems to be 
based. Any one who will examine 
the paragraphs on the ‘great many 
‘ geographical errors’ supposed to be 
committed by St John (pp. 419—422) 
with the help of such a Commentary 
as Meyer’s; or the entire chapter side 
by side with Mr Sanday’s singularly 


calm and convincing discussion of 
The authorship of the Fourth Gospel, 
will see, I think, that I have not 
spoken too strongly. 

1 Much that is boldly said to be 
‘impossible,’ as to the structure of a 
historical document, appears to me 
to be quite natural: ¢.g. 11. pp. 439 f. 5 
459- ; 


¢ 2. 
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deavour to justify, as briefly as I can, these three general 
counts of accusation. 

I. It is obvious that nothing can be more precarious 
than an argument drawn from silence, unless there is a 
very strong presumption that the witness would have 
mentioned the fact, which he fails to notice, if he had 
been acquainted with it. This presumption must arise, 
in the case under consideration, from what is known of 
the circumstances of the several early Fathers and of the 
occasions on which they wrote. When, for example, it 
is said that ‘it is a significant fact that Justin Martyr, 
‘who attacks Marcion’s system, never brings any ac- 
_ €cusation against him of mutilating or falsifying any 
‘Gospel...... ’ (ii. 143), it is clear that the ‘significance’ of 
the fact depends wholly upon the nature and frequency 
of Justin’s references to Marcion. Now I do not think 
that any reader of this passage would obtain a just 
impression of the fact from it, or that he would rate the 
significance of the fact very highly if he was aware that 
Justin refers to Marcion (if I am correct) twice only, and 
then in such a way that he could not, without a total dis- 
regard of the subject in hand, have made any allusion to 
his views on the written Gospels. Or, again, when we read 
that the variation of .Justin’s Evangelic references from 
the readings of our Gospels is ‘a phenomenon elsewhere 
‘unparalleled in those times’ (i. 374), I am obliged to 
ask where, outside of Justin's own works, can we find a 
parallel either in point of time, or in point of style and 
substance: I can think of none. Once more: when it is 
asserted that Justin ‘knows nothing of the star guiding 
‘(the magi]...’ because he says simply that ‘a star rose 
‘in heaven at the time of Christ's birth...... (i. 319), I can 
hardly believe that the same conclusion would hold of 
the writer of the well-known Epiphany hymn, ‘Earth 
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‘hath many a noble city,’ who, in describing at length 
the visit of the wise men, tells us no more than Justin as 
to the phenomenon of the star’. 

The argument in favour of a negative conclusion 
from the absence of positive evidence is invalid when 
this absence is directly or reasonably explained by the 
scope or usage of the writer; or by the character of the 
passage from which the conclusion is drawn. When the 
explanation is direct the controversy is atan end: inthe 
other cases the issue remains more or less in suspense- 
Not to dwell on these doubtful cases I will notice two 
instructive examples in which our author has neglected 
to take account of the usage and the scope of the writer, 
from whose evidence he consequently deduces results 
which are (as I believe) false, and which certainly are 
not established as he supposes. 

1. It is unquestionable that the Evangelic references 
of Justin are anonymous, and that they do not agree 
verbally with the text of our Gospels. The conclusions 
to be drawn from these two facts must depend upon the 
character of Justin’s writing. From the first the author 
of Supernatural Religion affirms (i. 303) ‘that the infer- 
‘ence can not only be (sic) that [Justin] attached small 
‘importance to the Memoirs, but also, that he was 
‘actually ignorant of the author’s name, and that his 
‘Gospel had no more definite superscription.’ But I 
have shewn (pp. 17, ff.) that anonymous citation is the 
constant rule of Apologists. The silence of Justin as to 
the names of the Evangelists suggests no more that he 


1 The phrase ‘knows nothing of’ the author would argue that the wri- 
appears to be used as synonymous ter of the Fourth Gospel was igno- 
with ‘does not mention’ (i. 168, 313, rant of Christian Baptism, though i in 
335» 337» ll. 450, 455, 454). he his sense he ‘knows nothing’ of the 
usage is Open to serious misconstruc- Sacraments. 
uon, for. I can hardly suppose that. 
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was ignorant of them than does the like silence of 


Origen and Eusebius in corresponding works. 


As to 


the second fact it is argued, that the supposition that 
these variations spring from a free handling of Evangelic 
matcrials is to imagine ‘a phenomenon which is else- 
‘where unparalleled in those times’ (i. 374). But as I 


1 While these pages have been 
passing through the press I have had 
occasion to collect the references to 
the New Testament in Chrysostom’s 
treatise On the Priesthood. The re- 
sult is an instructive illustration of 
the phenomena of free quotation in 
all times. Speaking roughly, about 
one half of Chrysostom’s quotations 
contain variations from the Apostolic 
texts; and these variations include 
cases (1) of repeated variation, (2) of 
the combination of distinct passages, 
and (3) of coincidence with ‘the 
‘Ebionitic Gospel.’ It will be worth 
while to set these down as an illus- 
trative commentary on the corre- 
sponding variations of Justin Martyr. 

1. Repeated variations.. John xxi. 
15 (16, 17). Lib. 11. 1 § 82 [6 xpuo- 
rés] ... dtadreyduevos Wérpe, gnaly, 
@ircis pe; and again § go Ilérpe yap 
gnor pirets pe wrelov rovrww; This 
substitution of Tlérpe for Slpwe ‘Iwdy- 
vou ("Iwva) is (as far as I know) quite 
unsupported by other authorities. 
The ¢Aeis too (in § go at least) is an 
error for dyaxgs derived from v. 17. 

1 Cor, ii. tr, Lib. m1. 2 § 102 ov- 
Sets yap olde ra Tov dvOpwwov ef 17... 
Lib. 111. 14 § 267 éwretd 7a Tod avOpu- 
wou ovdels cider ef 7... This substitu- 
tion of ovdels for ris yap or ris yap 
avOpwrwy is again (as far as I know) 
peculiar to Chrysostom. 

Hebr. xiii. 17. Lib. 11. 18 § 338 
welOecOe...xal umelxere, Ste avrul... 
dwoducorres. Lib. VI. 1 § 497 10 
yap IWelOecGe...xal vwrelxere, 57t avrol 
...awodwoovres. The substitution of 
Sri avrol for avrot ydp is not noticed 
in Tischendorf’s last edition of the 
New Testament. 


2. Combinations. Lib. 11. 2 § 98 
...Umodecxvuer rods éxOpods wsé wws 
Aéywr’ pavepa 8é dort TA TIS capKos 
Epya, aria éort, mwopvela, porxela, 
adxaGapola,...duuol, épiOetac (Gal. v. 
19), xaradaial, YrOupicpol, puow- 
wes, axaracracia (2 Cor. xii. 20), 
xal érepa rovrwy wielova. The words 
of one Epistle are added to the 
words of another without any mark 
of separation, the words common to 
both forming the transition. 

Lib. 11. § § 141 ey rovTy, dnoly [6 
Xptores], yrwoovrar ol AvOpwret, Sra 
éuol dore pa@nral, édy d-yarare dAX7- 
Aouvs. The words are a free- com- 
bination of John xiii. 35 and xv. 
12. 

Lib. Iv. 1 § 361...d«ovcas rod xpic- 
Tov Aéyowros Sri ef py HAGOv Kal éda- 
Anoa avrois dwaptiay ovK elxov’ Kal 
el py Ta onpeia éwoiovy ev avrots 
d pndels Dros érolncev duaptiay ovx 
efxov. John xvi. 22, 24. Perhaps 
the second verse is a distinct quota- 
tion, but even in that case the varia- 
tions in text are most striking. 

3. Alleged Ebionitic readings. By 
a most singular accident (shall I say ?) 
Chrysostom refers to John iii. s, using 
both the characteristic words which 
are found in Justin and the Clemen- 
tines: El yap ov duvaral ris eloeNOeiv 
els Tn» Bacthelay rwWy ovparay édp 
pn 8’ Véaros Kal wvevparos dvayep-. 
ynOp (Lib. 111. 5 § 187). Comp. p. 
150 and note. 

The parallels between the forms of 
variation in Chrysostom and Justin 
are thus seen to be complete in cru- 
cial instances. No one can doubt 
that Chrysostom used the Gospels 
and the Epistles of St Paul as having 
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have already said, Justin stands alone; and the only 
- possible parallel must be from his pieced | in a similar 
case. Such a parallel is actually found. Justin’s quota- 
tions from the LXx. exhibit exactly the same kind of 
variations as his Evangelic references. This parallelism 
of manner (see pp. 172 f.) has been carefully exhibited 
by Prof. Norton and Semisch, and not overlooked by 
Credner, but I do not see that the author of Supernatural 
Religion has given any attention to it. 

2. The conclusions which the author builds on the 
evidence of Eusebius are even less warranted by an exact 
consideration of the design of the historian than the de- 
ductions which he makes from the method of Justin. 
Eusebius states distinctly’ that he proposes to record 
any use of controverted books—books on which opinion 
had been once divided—but he makes no such promise 
as to the use of the acknowledged books. As to these 
he proposes only to notice any details of special interest. 
It follows as a natural consequence that he has recorded 
every trace known to him of the use of the Gospel 
according to the Hebrews—as a ‘controverted’ book in 
the larger sense—while he does not, and could not, 
according to his plan, record the simple quotation of the 
Canonical Gospels as universally ‘acknowledged’ (comp. 
pp. 231 f.). As far as this fact is apprehended—and it 
seems to me to be quite undeniable—the whole fabric 
of the argument, or rather assertion, which the author. 
of Supernatural Religion makes as to the ‘exclusive’ and 
‘earlier’ use of the Apocryphal Gospels by the first Fathers’ 
at once collapses. We meet with distinct mention of the 
‘ Gospel according to the Hebrews \ong before we hear any-’ 


that exclusive divine authority which the freedom which we have claimed’ 
we attribute to them now. His free- for Justin. 
dom, therefore, more than justifies 1} See pp. 231 f. 
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‘thing of our Gospels’ from the nature of the case, because 
the use of it by a Christian Father was something ex- 
ceptional and to be noted’. Such statements, therefore, 
as ‘Eusebius who never fails to enumerate the works of 
‘the New Testament to which the Fathers refer...’ (1.483) ; 
and ‘ Eusebius [makes no mention] of any reference [to 
‘any writing of the New Testament] in the Epistles [of 
‘Dionysius of Corinth] which have perished, which he 
‘certainly would not have omitted to do had they 
‘contained any’ (ii. 164); and ‘it is certain that had 
‘Dionysius mentioned books of the New Testament, 
‘ Eusebius would as usual have stated the fact’ (ii. 166) ; 
and, once again, ‘the care with which Eusebius searches 
‘for every trace of the use of the books of the New 
‘Testament in early writers, and his anxiety to produce 
‘any evidence concerning the authenticity, render his 
‘silence upon the subject almost as important as his 
‘distinct utterance when speaking of such a man as 
‘ Hegesippus’ (i. 437 f.), are wholly incorrect. Eusebius 
neither does nor was likely to do anything of the kind 
here supposed. He definitely promised to do and does 
something very different. He collects notices of the use 
of disputed books. It necessarily follows that the con- 
clusions which are based upon the complete misunder- 
standing of his evidence that ‘Hegesippus made exclusive 
‘use of the Gospel according to the Hebrews’ (i. 419: cf. 
438 ff.) ; and that ‘it is certain that had he [Hegesippus] 
‘mentioned our Gospels, and we may say particularly 
‘the fourth, the fact would have been recorded by Euse- 
‘bius’ (ii. 320); and that ‘many (?) Apocryphal Gospels 
‘are known ta have been exclusively used by dis- 


1 The same remark applies to the scholars like Hilgenfeld and Volkmar, 
historical relation of Marcion’s Gos-' whom he generally follows, decide . 
pel to St Luke (ii. 134, 139). The that Marcion’s Gospel was dependent 
author justly points -out (ii. 86 f.) that on St Luke. - : 
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‘tinguished contemporaries of Justin’ (i. 299), are mere 
assertions not justified in the least degree by the only 
evidence brought forward in support of them, nor, as far 
as I know, by any evidence that anywhere exists. 

II. That such assertions can be made without 
conscious unfairness, which I do not for a moment 
believe to exist in the writer whom I have quoted, 
springs from persistent forgetfulness of the fact that 
Christian literature is from the first one product of the 
Christian life: that the Christian Society, the Church, 
has lived continuously since the great day of Pentecost : 
that fragmentary writings must be always referred to 
this central truth for their due appreciation. Just those 
details which are most oricinal and most singular will 
always occupy undue prominence among literary monu- 
ments. The work of an isolated thinker, such as was 
the author of the Clementines, may occupy perhaps 
more space than all the remains. of earlier and contempo- 
rary Christian literature, but it would be idle to suppose 
that it therefore reflects the current belief. The great 
stream flows on, but what we observe and portray is that 
which varies its wide and even surface. The example of 
Eusebius which we have just noticed shews most in- 
structively how exceptional phenomena naturally occupy 
a chief place in a history. No one thinks it necessary to 
chronicle what is the normal state of things. | 

Now when we bear this obvious fact in mind and take 
account of the extent and character of Christian litera- 
ture up to the last quarter of the second century (comp. 
pp. 19 ff., 63 ff.), it becomes at once clear that we cannot 
hope to construct out of this by itself or primarily an 
idea of the contemporary Christian Society. But on the 
contrary if there is at that later date a fairly wide-spread 
and clear view of the constitution and opinions of the 
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Church, it is reasonable to examine the earlier and frag- 
mentary records with this view as the standard of 
reference, unless it can be shewn that some convulsion 
interrupted the continuity of the development. If, then, 
there can be no doubt that at this time our Gospels were 
regarded as we regard them now, that there is no trace 
of any conflict after which they gained the position 
which they then occupied ; if their acceptance and use 
adequately explain the varieties of opinion which are 
found: then nothing short of the most certain facts can 
be sufficient to justify us in believing that suddenly, in a 
space of about five-and-twenty years, the old Gospels 
were set aside and new books, actually unknown before, 
completely and permanently usurped their place in 
the estimation of Christian teachers. I find it quite 
impossible to realize how such a revolution could have 
been accomplished simultaneously, as far as we can tell, 
throughout Christendom. I have indeed endeavoured 
to shew how and why the idea of a New Testament, co- 
ordinate with the Old Testament, was slowly fashioned : 
how tradition and writings based on tradition were for 
some time current: how one or other book, which was 
afterwards accepted as canonical, had at first only a 
partial acceptance ; but I see no evidence to shew that 
the universal consent which acknowledged the four 
Gospels as possessed of unique authority, when from the 
character of Christian literature such a consent could 
first be shewn, can be otherwise explained, as a historical 
fact, than by a general coincidence of traditional usage. 
It is perhaps due to the natural temperament of 
German scholars, and still more to the circumstances of 
their civil life, that they should neglect what I may ven- 
ture to call the vital relations of literature. They treat 
books, for the most part, as if they belonged wholly ta 


PREFACE TO THE FOURTH EDITION. XXXV 





the region of speculation, and were not products and 
reflections of social activity. In place of the full variety 
and manifold conflicts of life, in place of the inconsis- 
tencies, the imperfections, the inconsequences of opinions, 
they offer us an almost endless variety of ingenious and 
complete theories. They have, I will be bold to say, if 
I may speak generally, and with a full recognition of 
compensating merit, an inadequate sense of proportion, 
and very little power of realizing the actual course of 
events. In this respect I am surprised that the author of 
Supernatural Religion has completely surrendered himselé 
to their guidance. St Paul’s doctrine of the Person and 
Work of the Lord—the Catholic Church in Europe, 
Asia, Africa, in the last quarter of the second century, 
are facts. We must so interpret the century between as 
to give a full account of both’. 

III. There is, however, great danger lest we should 
lose sight of the real point at issue by diverging to a 
discussion on the canonicity of the four Gospels. For 
Christians the Gospels have their special religious signi- 
ficance; but for others they are simply records of par- 
ticular facts. The truth of the facts is in this latter case 
the one question to be settled, and not any theory which 
may be or may have been held as to any books in which 
the facts are narrated. Historic testimony is limited to 
proving the existence of a belief that such and such 
events took place. The extent, the character, the effects 
of this belief influence those who consider it, and turn 
them to belief more or less definite as the case may 


be. 


3 Perhaps I may remark here how ‘represented as capt ¢yévero in the 
little the author has apprehended ‘person of Jesus, but this argument 
what Christianity professes to be. ‘is equally applicable to the Jewish 
For example: ‘It is quite true that ‘doctrine of Wisdom, and that step 
*a decided step beyond the doctrine ‘had already been taken before the 
‘of Philo is made when the Logos is ‘composition of the Gospel’ (ii. 415)- 
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In this respect, then, the first three (Synoptic) Gospels 
are much more than three isolated histories. They 
represent, as is shewn by their structure, a common 
basis, common materials, treated in special ways. They 
evidently contain only a very small selection from the 
words and works of Christ, and yet their contents are 
included broadly in one outline. Their substance is 
evidently much older than their form. 

Nor is this all. The common contents of the Syn- 
optic Gospels include, to speak generally, all that is 
known from other sources of the Life of the Lord. 
The most careful search is not able to produce more 
than very few and unimportant additions to the sayings 
of Christ and to the details of His work from uncanon- 
ical records. On the other hand, any one who will 
examine the summary which I have given of the Evan- 
gelic references in the Apostolic Fathers and Justin 
Martyr will be struck by the extent and variety of the 
correspondences which they offer with the facts of the 
canonical history. 

The phenomenon is most remarkable and contrary 
to all that might have been expected. The Lord was 
attended during His ministry by numerous disciples 
who must have retained lively recollections of countless 
scenes of His manifold labours. It would have been 
natural, to judge from common experience, that these 
should have spoken to others of what they had seen and 
heard, and that in this way a great variety of distinct 
accounts should have been formed. The only explana- 
tion of the narrow and definite limit within which the 
Evangelic history (exclusive of St John’s Gospel) is con- 
fined seems to be that a collection of representative words 
and works was made by an authoritative body, such as 
the Twelve, at a very early date, and that this, which 
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formed the basis of popular teaching, gained exclusive 
currency, receiving only subordinate additions and modi- 
fications. 

This Apostolic Gospel—the oral basis, as I have 
endeavoured to shew elsewhere, of the Synoptic narra- 
tives—dates unquestionably from the very beginning of 
the Christian Society. One argument alone is sufficient 
to establish the fact. There can be no doubt that there 
existed in the Church from the first a Jewish party, 
which gradually became isolated as the organization of 
the faith advanced. The Church was never Ebionitic, 
but in the first stage of its formation that which was 
potentially Ebionitic was not distinguished from that 
which was potentially Catholic. As soon as these dif- 
ferences were developed common action became impos- 
sible. The selection of Evangelic memorials which found 
general acceptance among all sections of Christians in. 
the second stage of the history of the Church, must 
therefore have been formed in the first. And, in fact, 
universal tradition affirms the closest resemblance be- 
tween the Ebionitic Gospel, by whatever name it was 
called owing to later revisions, and the Canonical St 
Matthew. In this way the substance of the Synoptic 
records is clearly carried up to the age of the Apostles, 

If, therefore, it were admitted that the author of 
Supernatural Religion is right in supposing that Justin 
derived his knowledge of the words and works of Christ 
from the Gospel according to the Hebrews, 1 cannot see 
that his particular object would be furthered by the 
concession. He allows—it would be impossible to do 
otherwise—that this Gospel bore the closest resemblance 
in contents and language to our Synoptic Gospels. 
We read, that is, substantially what Justin believed. 
His record and ours alike reflect the primitive Apostolic 
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message. The history which we have received is that 
on which the Christian Church was founded, and which 
was universally held by Christians as true from the 
first. | 

There is yet another point of great importance which 
requires to be noticed. The Synoptic narratives present 
the common matcrials in the simplest and most original 
form. Any one who has carefully examined Justin’s 
parallels with the text of our Gospels cannot fail to 
have noticed that the peculiarities of Justin often bear 
the marks of paraphrase and interpretation. No writer 
would say that, as a whole, from whatever source they 
may be derived, they exhibit an older recension of (for 
example) the Gospel of St Matthew, which still in its 
present form is probably the latest of the three Synoptic 
Gospels. So again, the few fragments of the ‘Ebionitic’ 
Gospels which remain offer obvious marks of a later 
revision and embellishment of common narratives. Our 
first three canonical Gospels, in a word, not only give 
the Apostolic Gospel, but give it in a form which is 
certainly purer than that in which it was found in other 
documents of very early date. Exactly in proportion 
as it can be shewn that the Gospel to the Hebrews is 
early, it is shewn by a comparison of their texts that 
our Gospels are earlicr. 

This argument receives a sfriking illustration from 
the history of the text of the Gospels. It will probably 
have been observed by the reader that a small group of 
very ancient authorities, D (codex Bezz), several manu- 
scripts of the Old Latin @ g. ¢ 4) and the Old (Cure- 
ton’s) Syriac, offer frequent coincidences with readings 
found (or supposed to be found) in uncanonical Gospels. 
These readings, from their wide distribution, cannot be 
later than the last quarter of the second century; and 
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when they are examined together they are found cer- 
tainly to be not genuine, but interpolations. of the 
original texts. In other words, the readings in MSS. of 
the Cangnical Gospels which offer the most striking 
coincidences with the apocryphal narratives are proved 
to be both later than the true readings, and intrinsically 
less likely to be authentic. Thus the history of the 
canonical texts themselves enables us to realize, at least 
on one side, the history of the apocryphal Gospels, and 
establishes the superior antiquity of the Synoptists. 

The Gospel of St John stands on an entirely different 
footing. It is not a recension of the common Apostolic 
Gospel, but a distinct personal record, an individual 
testimony added to the collective testimony, a review of 
the historic work of Christ made in the light of indi- 
vidual experience and with a full knowledge of the con- 
tents of the general message. St John could not indeed 
have been ignorant of what I have called (as I believe 
rightly) the Apostolic Gospel; but, while this is so, it is 
uncertain whether he had seen the Synoptic representa- 
tions of this oral Gospel ; and, in spite of confident asser- 
tions to the contrary, I know of no evidence whatever 
sufficient to raise even a fair presumption that he used 
either these or any other documents in the composition 
of his own record. This, however, is not the place to 
enter on a discussion of the apostolicity of the fourth 
Gospel, though it was necessary to indicate sharply the 
peculiar position which it occupies in the history of the 
Gospels ; for the apprehension of the fact goes far to 
explain the character of the external evidence by which 
it is attested. 

There is still one other feature in Supernatural Re- 
ligion which I feel bound to notice. The author, ex- 
pressing in this respect the general spirit of the school 
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which he represents, assumes for himself and those who 
think with him a monopoly of ‘profound’ learning, of 
critical sagacity, and of the love of truth. Scholars 
who maintain the Apostolic authority of the, Gospels 
are represented as advocates often insincere and con- 
stantly unscrupulous. It is either insinuated or stated 
that their object is simply to obtain a verdict, and not 
to assist in bringing to light the real facts of the case. 
If they state anything which appears to tell against 
them, the confession is extorted from unwilling wit- 
nesses, They are ‘obliged to admit’ (i. pp. 339 n., 421) 
what apparently they would gladly conceal : ‘...for dog- 
‘matic and other foregone conclusions [they] profess 
‘belief in the Apostolic authorship of [St Matthew’s] 
‘Gospel, although in doing so they wilfully ignore the 
‘facts...’ (i. 485): views which appear to me to be 
reasonable and obvious ‘are adopted simply from the 
‘necessities of a divine defending an unsubstantial 
‘theory’ (i. 394): they ‘attempt to exclude,’ with 
singular short-sightedness as it must be allowed, in- 
stances which they know there is ‘great inconvenience 
‘in producing’ (i. 395): and sometimes (how could such 
men do otherwise ?) they fall before ‘temptations which 
‘are too strong for an apologist’ (ii. 45): unfairness is 
so truly their characteristic that it wins for them the 
credit of ‘cleverness’ and ‘discretion’ (i. 474 n.). 
‘Apologists’ are no doubt liable to error. They 
have sometimes (to their sorrow) to confess that they 
have overrated the strict force of the evidence by 
which their views are supported in detail. But this is 
not an exceptional fault into which they only fall. More- 
over they hold a position as definite as that of sceptics. 
They interpret doubtful passages in accordance with 
the general facts of the life of the Church. They do 
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not think that it is necessary to cease to be Christians 
in order to judge of the meaning of Christian docu- 
ments. On the other hand, and this is a fact which 
is usually overlooked, a critic who starts with the 
affirmation that miracles are incredible, an affirmation 
which can only be logically defended on the assump- 
tion either that there is no God, or that it is not to 
be believed that He reveals Himself, cannot approach 
the examination of records, which are records of mira- 
cles, with an unbiassed mind. He has to explain away 
the staple of their contents. He has decided before- 
hand that whatever else they may be they are not true. 
Such an antecedent decision is obviously more fatal to 
a dispassionate inquiry than the ‘orthodox’ belief that 
miracles are credible, and that the accounts which the 
Evangelists have given may, so far as they are histories, 
be examined by the ordinary laws of historical investi- 
gation. And not to insist further on this fundamental 
difference of standing between the ‘apologist’ and the 
sceptic, which appears to me to be wholly in favour of 
the ‘apologist,’ if such an acquaintance as I have been 
able to make of the literature of the special subject of 
my Essay justifies me in expressing an opinion, I cannot 
say that sceptics are more free from ‘foregone conclu- 
‘sions’ than apologists, more patient in seeking to under- 
stand adverse positions, more accurate in scholarship, 
more guarded in inference, more modest in assertion. 
It would indeed be grievous if they were. For the 
Christian, Light and Truth, from whatever source they 
seem to flow, are identified with the Lord whom he is 
pledged to serve. To watch the Light as it slowly 
spreads over the sky till the day dawns—to gather 
reverently each fragment of Truth till the whole sum is 
completed in perfect knowledge—is the office to which 
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he is called. So far as he yields to the desire of ob- 
taining at any cost a temporary advantage, he vio- 
Jates the law of his personal devotion. He has all to 
gain by a clearer and deeper insight into the founda- 
tions and structure of his faith, unless he has believed in 
vain. 


It only remains for me to return my hearty thanks 
to many friends for corrections and suggestions. I 
desire especially to acknowledge the great kindness of 
Dr Ceriani, of Milan, who placed at my disposal the 
results of a fresh collation of the Muratorian Canon 
which he made, comparing the original manuscript 
twice, letter by letter, with the facsimile of Dr Tre- 
gelles. 
: B. F. W. 


HUNSTANTON, 
September 1, 1874. 





NOTICE TO THE FIFTH EDITION. 


IN revising the present edition I have had the ad- 
vantage of considering many important essays which 
have been published during the last six years upon the 
subjects with which I have dealt. Among these I wish 
to name especially Bp. Lightfoot’s contributions to the 
Contemporary Review, Dr Sanday’s Gospels in the Second 
Century, and Dr Abbot’s Authorship of the Fourth 
Gospel. My work was completed before I had the 
opportunity of seeing Dr Charteris’ Canonicity. 

In one particular of some importance I have felt 
able after a fresh consideration of the evidence to speak 
more confidently than in former editions. There is, I 
think, no reasonable doubt that the writings of Justin 
Martyr shew that he was acquainted with the Gospel of 
St John. On another point of interest additional evi- 
dence has been made available. The Latin Version 
of the Armenian translation of the Commentary of 
Ephraem Syrus on the Diatessaron of Tatian has con- 
firmed beyond question, as it seems, what I had 
ventured to present as most probable before. 

It is unlikely that I shall ever again be able to revise 
what now stands written; but in looking back over the 
work which has been spread over thirty years I cannot 
but remember with the deepest thankfulness that every 
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fresh piece of documentary evidence which has been 
discovered in the interval has gone to confirm the con- 
clusions which I sought to establish from the first. Our 
errors and misunderstandings as to the earliest ages of 
Christendom spring, I believe, most commonly from 
neglecting the life which underlies the fragmentary 
records. The testimonies which can be gathered from 
the meagre remains of a limited literature are the signs 
of the life of the Church and not the measure of it. It 
is true of the first centuries, as it is true of the present 
century, that we cannot understand the history of 
Christianity unless we recognise the action of the Holy 
_ Spirit through the Christian Society. It is through the 
active belief that He speaks and acts still as He spoke 
and acted then, not as we should expect beforehand, 
that we can yet ‘win our souls in patience.’ 


Divinity SCHOOL, CAMBRIDGE, 
April 30th, 1881. 
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of our Religion, like the truth of common matters, is to be judged 
by all the evidence taken together. 


Bp. BUTLER. 


“NERAL survey of the History of the Canon 
‘ms a necessary part of an Introduction to the 
of the New Testament. A full examination of 
ctions which have been raised against particular 
a detailed account of the external evidence by 
1ey are severally supported, an accurate estimate 
nternal proofs of their authenticity, are indeed 
‘edful ; but, besides all this, it seems no less im- 
to gain a wide and connected prospect of the 
of the whole collection of the New Testament 
es, to trace the gradual recognition of a written 
ic rule as authoritative and divine, to observe 
jual equalization of ‘the Gospel and Epistles’ 
e Law and the Prophets,’ to notice the predomi- 
f partial, though not exclusive, views in different 
's, till they were all harmonized in a universal 
ind witnessed by a completed Canon’. For this 
we must frequently assume results which have 
tained elsewhere ; but what is lost in fulness will 
ied in clearness. A continuous though rapid 
of the field on which we are engaged will bring 
‘e prominently some of its great features, whose 
‘ct is lost in the details of a minute investigation. 


te Canon’ I understand the tian Faith. For the history of the 
of books which constitute word see Apnendix A. 
1 written Rule of the Chris- 
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THE HISTORY OF THE CANON 


With this view it will be necessary to take into ac— 
count the intellectual and doctrinal development which « 
was realized in the early Church. The books which areg 
the divine record of Apostolic doctrine cannot be fitly.. 
considered apart from the societies in which the doctrine 
was embodied. A mere series of quotations can convey. 
only an inadequate notion of the real extent and import- 
ance of the early testimonies to the genuineness and 
authority of the New Testament. Something must be 
known of the nature and object of the first Christian 
literature—of the possible frequency of Scriptural refer- ¥ 
ences in such fragments of it as survive—of the circume 7 
stances and relations of the primitive Churches, before it # 
is fair to assign any negative value to the silence or igno- 
rance of individual witnesses, or. to decide on the positive 
worth of the evidence which can be brought forward. 

The question of the Canon of Holy Scripture has. 
assumed at the present day a new. position in Theology. 3 
The Bible can no longer be regarded merely as a com-.4 
mon storehouse of controversial weapons, or an acknow-# 
ledged exception to the rules of literary criticism. Moe 
dern scholars, from various motives, have distinguished 4 
its constituent parts, and shewn in what way each was4 
related to the peculiar circumstances of its origin.j 
Christianity has gained by the issue; for it is an uns 
speakable advantage that the Books of the New Testa! 
ment are now seen to be organically united with the 
lives of the Apostles: that they are recognised as living 
























without by men who had seen Christ, stamped with the, 
character of their age, and inscribed with the dialect 
which they spoke: that they are felt to be a product asi 
well as a source of spiritual life. Their true harmony can 
only be realized after a perception of their distinct pecus -* 


—_ 





OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 


liarities. It cannot be too often repeated, that the history 
of the formation of the whole Canon involves little less 
than the history of the building of the Catholic Church. 

The common difficulties which beset any inquiry into 
remote and intricate events are in this case unusually 

great, since they are strengthened by the most familiar 
influences of our daily life. It is always a hard matter 
to lay aside the habits of thought and observation which 
are suggested by present circumstances ; and yet this is 
as essential to a just idea of any period as a full view of 
its external characteristics. It is not enough to have the 
facts before us unless we regard them from the right 
point of sight; otherwise the prospect, however wide, 
must at least be confused. Our powers are indeed ad- 
mirably suited to criticise whatever falls within their 
immediate range; but they need a careful adjustment 
when they are directed to a more distant field. More- 
over, remote objects are often surrounded by an atmo- 
sphere different from our own, and it is possible that they 
may be grouped together according to peculiar laws and 
subject to special influences. This is certainly true of 
the primitive Church; and the differences which separate 
modern Christendom from ancient Jerusalem or Alex- 
andria or Rome, morally and materially, are only the 
More important, because they are frequently concealed 
by the transference of old words to new ideas. 

A little reflection will shew how scriously these diff- 
culties have influenced our notions of early Christendom; 
for the negative conclusions of some modern schools of 
criticism have found acceptance chiefly through a gencral 
forgetfulness of the conditions of its history. These must 
be determined by the characteristics of the age, which 
necessarily modify the form of our inquiry, and limit the 
extent of our resources. The results which arc obtained 
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THE HISTORY OF THE CANON 





i. The Form- 
ation of the 
Canon was 


impeded by 


(1) defective 
means of 
communica- 
tion, 


from an examination of the records of the ante-Ni 
Church, as long as they are compared with what m 
be expected at present, appear meagre and inadequ 
but in relation to their proper sources they are singu. 
fertile. This will be seen more clearly from the ex: 
nation of one or two particulars, which bear dire 
upon the formation and proof of the Canon. 

I. It cannot be denied that the Canon was f 
gradually. The condition of society and the inte 
relations of the Church presented obstacles to the im 
diate and absolute determination of the question, w 
are disregarded now, only because they have cease 
exist. The tradition which represents St John as fi. 
the contents of the New Testament betrays the spir 
a later age’. 

I. It is almost impossible for any one whose 1 
of communication are suggested by the railway and 
printing-press to understand how far mere material 
derances must have prevented a speedy and unanin 
settlement of the Canon. The means of intercourse ' 
slow and precarious. The multiplication of manusc. 
in remote provinces was tedious and costly*. The « 
mon meeting-point of Christians was destroyed by 
fall of Jerusalem, and from that time national Chur 


cence 


1 This tradition rests upon a mis- 
understanding of what Eusebius says 
of the relation of St John’s Gospel 
to the former three (//is¢. Eccl, 11. 
24; cf. VI. 14. Hieron. De Virr. /l/. 9). 
The earliest trace of the narrative of 
Eusebius occurs in the Muratorian 
fragment (see App. C). 

* This fact however has been fre- 
quently exaggerated. The circulation 
of the New Testament Scriptures was 
probably far greater than is commonly 
supposed. Mr Norton has made some 
interesting calculations, which tend to 


shew that as many as 60,000 < 
of the Gospels were circulated a 
Christians at the end of the s 
century. Genuineness ofthe Gos 
pp. 28—34 (Ed. 2, 1847). Wht 
the data on which this conc 
rests are sound or not, it is c 
that the production of large and 
editions of books at Rome was 
Compare W. A. Schmidt, Ges¢ 
der Denk- und Glaubensfrethe 
ersten Fahrhundert...des Chi 
thums (Berlin, 1847), ¢. v. 





ee 


grew up around their separate centres, enjoying in a 
great measure the freedom of individual development, 
and exhibiting, often in exaggerated forms, peculiar ten- 
dencies of doctrine or ritual. As a natural consequence, 
the circulation of some books of the New Testament 
for a while depended, more or less, on their supposed 
connexion with specific forms of Christianity; and the | 

range of other books was limited either by their original 
destination or by the nature of their contents. 

This fact, which has been frequently neglected in | tough not 

Church histories, has given some colour to the pictures A 
which have been drawn of the early divisions of Christians. 
Yet the separation was not the result of fundamental dif- 
ferences in doctrine, but rather of temporary influences. 
It was not widened by time, but gradually disappeared. 
It did not cut off mutual intercourse, but vanished as in- 
tercourse grew more easy and frequent. The common 
Creed is not a compromise of principles, but a combination 
of the essential types of Christian truth which were pre- 
served in different Churches’. The New Testament is not 
an incongruous collection of writings of the Apostolic age, 
but the sum of the treasures of Apostolic teaching stored 
up in various places. The same circumstances at first 
retarded the formation, and then confirmed the claims of 
the Catholic Church and of the Canon of Scripture. 

2. The formal declaration of the Canon was not by | end also (2 
any means an immediate and necessary consequence of cnceefa 
its practical settlement. As long as the traditional rule Rule of Dec- 
of Apostolic doctrine was generally held in the Church, 
there was no need to confirm it by the written Rule. The 

| 
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made necessary by the terms of controversy or the wants 


1 A faint sense of this is shewn in different Clauses in the Creed to se- 
the late tradition which assigned the parate Apostles. \ 





6 THE HISTORY OF THE CANON 





raroe ue: 3 of the congregation. Most of the first heretics impugned | 
—— the authority of Apostles, and for them their writings had :' 
no weight. Most of the first Christians felt so practically : 
| the depth and fulness of the Old Testament Scriptures, 
‘that they continued to seek and find in them that comfort ° 
' and instruction of which popular rules of interpretation 
‘have deprived us. 


works to: the narrowest limits, that from the time of 
Ireneeus the New Testament was composed essentially of 
the same books which we receive at present, and that 
they were regarded with the same reverence as is now 


shewn to them*. Before that time there is more or less 


makich how But in the course of time a thange came over the: 

wey tea | condition of the Church. As soon as the immediate dis- 

Rule, ciples of the Apostles had passed away, it was felt that 
the tradition of the Apostolic teaching had lost its direct 
authority. Heretics arose who claimed to be possessed 
of other traditionary rules derived in succession from St 
Peter or St Paul', and it was only possible to try their 
authenticity by documents beyond the reach of change 
or corruption. Dissensions arose within the Church itself, 
and the appeal to the written word of the Apostles 
became natural and decisive. And thus the practical 
belief of the primitive age was first definitely expressed 
when the Church had gained a permanent position, and 
a fixed literature. 

at least to- From the close of the second century the history of 

wards the P . . ° 

close of the the Canon is simple, and its proof elear. ‘It is allowed 

tury. even by those who have reduced the genuine Apostolic 


1 Clem. Alex. Str. v1. 17, § 106, 
xdrw 5¢ wepl rods 'Adpiavod rod Bact- 
dws xpdvous ol ras alpécers émrwo7- 
capres ‘yeyévace xal péxpe ye Tis 
*"Avruvivou rou wpecBurépou diéreway 
nhrxias xaOdwep o Bacideldns, xav 
Traualay éxcypdgyrat b:ddoxador, ws 


abyovew atrol, rdw Ilérpov épunréa: 
woavrws d¢ cal Ovadevrivoy Oeodddc, 
dxnxoévar dépovow, yvuptyos 8 ovros 
yeyove. Ilavdov. Cf. [Hipp.] ade. 
Hureses, Vil. 20, where we must 
Mar@lou (Clem. Al. S¢r.vi1. 17, § 108). 
2 It will be well once for all to give 
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difficulty in making out the 


details of the question, and 


the critic’s chief endeavour must be to shew how much 
can be determined from the first, and how exactly that 


a general view of the opinion of the 
most advanced critics of Tiibingen 
on the canonical books of the New 
Testament, and their relation to early 
Christian literature. According to 
Schwegler they may be arranged as 
follows : 


i. Genuine and Apostolic. 


1. Ebionitic: 
The APOCALYPSE, 
2. Pauline: 
Epp. to the CORINTHIANS 
i. WL 
Ep.to RoMANS (capp. i—xiv.) 
Ep. to GALATIANS. 


ii. Original sources of the Gos- 


pels: 
x. Ebionitic. Zhe Gospel ac- 
cording to the Hebrews. 


St MATTHEW, a revision of 
this (A.C. 130—134. Baur, 
Kan. Evv. s. 609, anm.). 
2. Pauline. Zhe Gospel adopted 
by Marcion. (Probably: 
Schwegler, Nachap. Zett. 
i. 284.) 
St LUKE. 
ni. Supposititious writings forged 
or party purposes. 
a. Ebionitic; 
(a) Conciliatory : 
Ep. of St JAMES (c. 150 A.C. 
wegler, I. s. 443). 
The Clementine Homt- 
hes. 
The <Apostolical Consti- 
tutions. 
Clement, Ep. ii. 
(8) Neutral: 
St MarRK (late; after St 
Matthew: Baur, 561). 
2 Ep. St PETER (c. 200 A.C. 
Schwegler, 1. 495). 
Ep. St JUDE (late, ed. 521). 
Clementine Recognitions. 


2. Pauline: 
(a) Apologetic: 

1 Ep. PETER (c. 115. Schweg- 
ler, If. 3). 

Kypvyza Ilérpov. 
(8) Conciliatory : 

St LUKE(c. 100 A.c. Schweg- 
ler, II. 72). 

The Acts (same date, ¢d. s. 
115). 

Ep. to ROMANS, capp. xv., 
xvi. (same date, ia. s. 123). 

Ep. to PHILIPPIANS (c. 130? 
td. S. 133). 

Clement, Ep. i. 
(y) Constructive (Katholisir- 
end): 

The PASTORAL £fistles (130 
—I50A.C. Schwegler, 11. 
138). 

Ep. of Polycarp. 
Epp. of Ignatius. 
3. A peculiar Asiatic develop- 
ment : 

Ep. to HEBREWS (c. 100 A.C. 
Schwegler, II. 309). 

Ep. to COLOSSIANS (a little 
later, td. s. 289). 

Ep. to EPHESIANS (a little 
later, z¢. Ss. 291). 

Gospel and Epistles (?) of 
St JOHN (c. 150. Schweg- 
ler, zd. s. 169; Baur, 


350 ff.). 

It will be at once evident how 
much critical sagacity lies at the 
base of this arrangement, apart from 
its historic impossibility. 

The Epistles to the THESSALO- 
NIANS and to PHILEMON are rejected, 
but Schwegler does not give any ex- 
planation of their origin. 

[Schwegler’s theory has been va- 


riously modified by later writers of ; 


the Tiibingen school, but it still re- 
mains the most complete embodiment 
of the spirit of the school, in which 
relation alone we have to deal withit. ] 
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coincides with the clearer view which is afterwards_ 
gained. _ 

II. Here however we are again beset with peculiar. 
difficulties. The proof of the Canon is embarrassed both 
by the general characteristics of the age in which it was 
fixed, and by the particular form of the evidence on 
which it first depends. 

1. The spirit ofthe ancient world was essentially 
uncritical. It is unfair to speak as if Christian writers 
were in any way specially distinguished by a want of. 
sagacity or research. The science of history is altogether 
of modern date; and the Fathers do not seem .to have 
been more or less credulous or uninformed than their 
pagan contemporaries’. Their testimony must be tried 
according to the standard of their age. We must be 
content to ground our conclusions on such evidence as 
the case admits, and to interpret it according to its 
proper laws. 

One important example will illustrate the application 
of these principles. As soon as the Christian Church had 
gained a firm footing in the Roman Empire it required 
what might be called an educational literature; and an 
attempt was made at an early period to supply the want 
by books which received in a certain degree the sanction 
of the Church. When this sanction was once granted, it 
became necessarily difficult to define its extent and dura- 
tion. The ecclesiastical writings of the Old Testament 
furnished a precedent and an excuse for a similar ap- 
pendix to the Christian Scriptures. Both classes seem to 
have been formed from the same motive: both found 
their readiest acceptance at Alexandria. ‘Apocryphal’ 

1 £. g. Clement’s name is invari- hy the fact that he introduces the 
ably coupled with the legend of the same story among the most tragic 


Phcenix (c. xxv.), but it does not ap- incidents (Am. vi. 28). 
pear that Tacitus’ credit is weakened 
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writings were added to manuscripts of the New Testa- | Introduc- 
ment, and read in churches; and the practice thus begun = 
continued for a long time. The Epistle of Barnabas was 
still read among the ‘ Apocryphal Scriptures’ in the time 

of Jerome; a translation of the Shepherd of Hermas is 

found in a MS. of the Latin Bible as late as the fifteenth 
century’; the spurious Zpustle to the Laodicenes is found 

very commonly in English copies of the Vulgate from the 

ninth century downwards; and an important catalogue of 

the Apocrypha of the New Testament is added to the 
Canon of Scripture subjoined to the Chronographia of 
Nicephorus, published in the ninth century, 

At first sight this mixture of different classes of books | which was 
appears startling ; but the Church of England follows the et seb 
or . by the 

same principle with regard to the Apocrypha of the Old | Church, bxe 
Testament. They are allowed to have an ccclesiastical 

use, but not a canonical authority. They are profitable 

for instruction—-for elementary teaching (oTowyetwors etoa- 

yeryixn) as is said* of the Shepherd of Hermas—but not 

for the proof of doctrine. And it was in this spirit that 
Apocrypha of the New Testament were admitted with 

reserve in many Christian Churches. ‘They ought to be 

‘read, it was said, ‘though they cannot be regarded as 

‘apostolic or prophetic’.’ And evidence is not wanting 

to shew that the ancient Church exercised a jealous watch 

lest supposititious writings should usurp undue influence. 

The presbyter who sought to recommend the story of 


Thecla by the name of St Paul was degraded from his 
office *, : 


1 Anger, Synopsis Evangg. p.xxiv. the Epistle to the Hebrews. 
In this MS. it stands between the *% Euseb. //. £. 111. 3. 
Psalms and Proverbs. In the very * Fraym. Murat. de Canone, s.f., 
temarkable Latin MS. known in speaking of Hermas. 
the New Testament as g! (Bibl. Imp. = * Tertull. de Laft. c. 15. 
Paris, S. Germ. Lat. 86) it follows 
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THE HISTORY OF THE CANON 


But the first Christian writers—and here again the 
parallel with our own divines still holds—did not always 
shew individually the caution and judgment of the Church. 
They quote ecclesiastical books from time to time as if. 
they were canonieal: the analogy of the faith was to them 
a sufficient warrant for their immediate use. As soon. 
however as a practical interest attached to the question - 
of the Canon their judgment was clear and unanimous. 
When it became necessary to determine what ‘super- 
‘fluous’ books might be yielded to the Roman inquisitor’ 
without the charge of apostasy, the Apocryphal writings 
sunk at once into their proper place. There was no 
change of opinion here; but that definite enunciation of 
it which was not calléd forth by any critical feeling within 
was conceded at last to a necessity from without. The — 
true meaning of the earliest witnesses is brought out by 
the later comment’. 

2. This fact suggests a second difficulty by which the 
subject is affected : the earliest testimonies to the Canon 
are simply incidental. Now even if the ante-Nicene Fa- 
thers had been gifted with an active spirit of criticism—if 
their works had been left to us entire—if the custom of ° 
formal reference had prevailed from the first—it would 
still be impossible to determine the contents of the New 
Testament absolutely on merely casual evidence. Ante- 
cedently there is no reason to suppose that we shall be 
able to obtain a perfect view of the judgment of the 
Church on the Canon from the scriptural references con- 
tained in the current theological literature of any par- 
ticular period. The experience of our own day teaches 
us that books of Holy Scripture, if not whole classes of . 


1 In the persecution of Diocletian. | % See Appendix B. On the use of 
See below, Part ili.c. 1. ~ Apocryphal writings in the early 
Church, 
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»oks, may be suffered to fall into disuse from having 
tle connexion with the popular views of religion, As 
general rule, quotations have a value positively, but 
ot negatively: they may shew that a writing was re- 
sived as authoritative, but it cannot fairly be argued 
om this fact alone that another which is not quoted 
ras unknown or rejected as apocryphal. 

Still, though the use of Scripture is in a great degree 
iependent on the character of the controversies of the 
lay, the argument from quotations obtains a new weight 
n connexion with formal catalogues of the New Testa- 
nent. It is impossible not to admit that a general co- 
ncidence of the range of patristic references with the 
imits elsewhere assigned to the Canon confirms and 
iettles them. And in this way the history of the Canon 
san be carried up to times when catalogues could not 
have been published, but existed only implicitly in the 
practice of the Churches. 

3. The track however which we have to follow is 
often obscure and broken. The evidetce of the earliest 
Christian writers is not only uneritical and casual: it is 
also fragmentary. A few letters of consolation and 
warning, two or three Apologies addressed to Heathen, 
acontroversy with a Jew, a Vision, and a scanty glean- 
ing of fragments of lost works, comprise all Christian 
literature’ up to the middle of the second century. And 
the Fathers of the next age were little fitted by their 
work to collect the records of their times. Christianity 
had not yet become a history, but was still a life. In 
such a case it is obviously unreasonable to expect that 


multiplicity of evidence and circumstantial detail which | 


may be brought to bear upon questions of modern date. 


1 To these may perhaps be added #7 nes and the A [postolical Canons and 
the original elements of the Clemen- Constitutions. 
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THE HISTORY OF THE CANON 


With our present resources there must be many unoccu- 
pied spots in the history of the Church, which give room - 
for the erection of hypotheses, plausible though false. 
But this follows from the nature of the ground: and the 
hypotheses are tenable only so long as they are viewed 
without relation to the great lines of our defence. The 
strength of negative criticism lies in ignoring the exist- 
ence of a Christian society from the apostolic age, strong 
in discipline, clear in faith, and jealous of innovation. 

It is then to the Church, as ‘a witness and keeper of 
‘holy writ, that we must look both for the formation 
and the proof of the Canon. The written Rule of Chris- 
tendom must rest finally on the general confession of 
the Church, and not on the independent opinions of its 
members. Private testimony in itself is only of secondary 
importance: its chief value lics in the fact that it isa 
natural expression of the current opinion of the time. 

It is impossible to insist on this too often or too: 
earnestly. Isolated quotations may be in themselves 
unsatisfactory, but as embodying the tradition of the 
Church, generally known and acknowledged, they are of 
inestimable worth. To makc use of a book as authori- 
tative, to assume that it is apostolic, to quote it as in- 
spired, without preface or comment, is not to hazard a 
new or independent opinion, but to follow an unques- 
tioned judgment. It is unreasonable to treat our autho- 
rities as mere pieces or weights, which may be skilfully 
manceuvred or combined, and to forget that they are 
Christian men speaking to fellow Christians, as members 
of one body, and believers in one Creed’. The extent of 
the Canon, like the order of the Sacraments, was settled 

1 This is very well argued by ss. 308 ff.; and in his answer to 
Thiersch in his Versuch sur Her- Baur, Linige Worte uber die Accht- 


stellung des historischen Standpuncts heit der N. 7. Schriften. Erlangen, 
ftir die Kritik der N. T. Schriften, 1846. 
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by common usage, and thus the testimony of Christians | Introdue- 
becomes the testimony of the Church. == 
There is however still another way in which we may and popular 
discern from the earliest time the general belief of Chris- | and rite. 
tians respecting the Canon. The practical convictions 
of great masses find their peculiar expression in popular 
language and customs. Words and rites thus possess a 
weight and authority quite distinct from the casual re- 
ferences or deliberate judgments of individuals, so far as 
they convey the judgment of the many. If then it can 
be shewn that the earliest forms of Christian doctrine | 
and phraseology exactly correspond with the different | 
elements preserved in the Canonical writings, and that 
tradition preserves no trace of opinions not recognised 
in the Scriptures, and that the Scriptures consecrate no 
belief which is not seen embodied in Christian life; it 
will be reasonable to conclude that the coincidence im- 
plies a common source: that the written books and the 
traditional words equally represent the general sum of 
essential apostolic teaching: and in proportion as the 
correspondences are more subtle and intricate, this proof 
of the authenticity of our books will be more convinc- 
ing’. 
Such appear to be the characteristics and conditions | re-apitn- 
_ of the evidence by which the Canon must be determined. | ““”” 
When these are clearly seen and impartially taken into 
account, it will be possible, and possible only then, to 
arrive at a fair conclusion upon it. If is equally unrea- 
sonable to prejudge the question cither way, for it ought 


——— —— - 


1 This will explain how much by Apostolic tradition. The Canon 
trth there is in the common state- of Scripture and the ‘Canon of 
ment that doctrine was the test of Truth’ were alike independent, but 

icity. It is Just as incorrect necessarily coincided in their con- 
to say that the doctrine of the Church tents as long as they both retained 
was originally drawn from Scripture, their original purity. 
& to say that Scripture was limited 
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tion. 
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to be submitted to a just and searching criticism. But 
it can be shewn that the Epistles were first recognise 
exactly in those districts in which they would natural. 
be first known; that from the earliest mention of thei 
they are assumed to be received by Churches, and nc 
recommended only: by private authority ; that the Cano 
as we receive it now was fixed in a period of strife an 
controversy ; that it was generally received on all sides 
that even those who separated from the Church and ca: 
aside the authority of the New Testament Scriptures di 
not deny their authenticity: if it can be shewn that tk 
four Gospels include, with the most trifling exceptions 
all that has beén preserved of the Life and Teachin 
of Christ, and that they adequately explain what ; 
known of the other forms in which these were repre 
sented: if it can be shewn that the first references t 
the Canonical Books are perfectly accordant with th 
express decisions of a later period ; and that there is n 
trace of the general reception of any other books: if - 
can be shewn that the earliest forms of Christian doctrin 
and phraseology exactly correspond with the differer 
elements preserved in the New Testament; it will surel 
follow that a belief in the authority of the books of th 
New Testament so widely spread throughout the Chri: 
tian body, so deeply rooted in the inmost consciousne:s 
of the Christian Church, so perfectly accordant with a 
the facts which we do know, can only be explained b 
admitting that they are genuine and Apostolic, a writte 
Rule of Christian Faith and Life. 

The whole history of the formation of the Canon c 
the New Testament may be divided into three period: 
Of these the first extends to the time of Hegesippu 


1 These are collected in the /#troduction to the Study of the Gospel. 
Ap. C 
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(A.D. 70—170) ; the second to the persecution of Diocle- | Intredue- 

tian (A.D. 170—303); and the last to the third Council —- 

of Carthage (A.D. 303—397). Later speculations on the 

question in part helong more properly to special intro- 

ductions to the different books, and in part are merely 

the perpetuation of old doubts. But each of these 

periods marks some real step in the progress of the 

work. The first includes the period of the separate cir- 

culation and gradual collection of the Sacred Writings : 

the second completes the history of their separation 

from the mass of ecclesiastical literature: the third com- 

prises the formal ratification of the current belief by the 

authority of councils. 7 
Something has been already said of the various diffi- | 

culties which beset the inquiry, especially during the first 

period. An examination of the testimony of Fathers, 

Heretics, and Biblical Versions, will next shew how far 

it can be brought to a satisfactory issue. . 
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FIRST PERIOD. 


HISTORY OF THE CANON OF THE NEW TESTAMENT 
TO THE TIME OF HEGESIPPUS. 


A.D. 70—170. 





DdBoc NdMOY dAdETAI KAI TIPOHTAN YAPIC TINWCKETAI Kal 
EYATTEAION Tictic FApytal Kal ATOCTOAWN Trapadocic PyAdc= 
C€TAl Kal EKKAHCIAc yApic cKIpTa. 
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CHAPTER I. 
THE AGE OF THE APOSTOLIC FATHERS. 


A.D. 70—120. 


Heaven lies about us in our infancy. 
WORDSWORTH. 


HE condition of the Church immediately after the | Chap. i. 
Apostolic age was not such as to create or require | The sud-apo- 
2 . _ stolic age 
a literature of its own. Men were full of that anxious conserva 
expectation which always betokens some critical change| ~ 
in the world; but the elements of the new life were not 
yet combined and brought into vigorous operation’. 
There was nothing either within or without to call into 
premature activity the powers and resources which were 
stilt latent in the depths of Christian truth. The autho- 
fitative teaching of Apostles was fresh in the memories 
of their hearers, That first era of controversy, in which 
words are fitted to the ideas for which they are after- 
wards substituted, had not yet passed by. The struggle 
between Christianity and Paganism had not yet assumed 
the form of an internecine war*. The times were con- 
Srvative, not creative. 
















2 The well-known passages of Vir- probable date of the martyrdom of | 

G1 (Ec/, 1v.), Tacitus (Hist, V. 13), a Paul. 

tad Suetonius (esp. c. 4), express 2 Christianity as yet appeared to 
feeling in memorable words. strangers only as a form of Judaism, 

at Oriente toto, says the even where St Paul preached, and 

lest Writer, wetus ef constans opinio consequently was a religio lictta, Cf. 

Ow tx fatis ut co tempore Fudad pro- Gieseler, Kirchengeschichle, 1. 105, 

bei rerum potirentur. The year of and his references. 

Which he speaks is A.D. 67, the most 


: C2 
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capt | But in virtue of this conservatism the sub-apostolic 
oe age, though distinguished, was not divided from that 
' which preceded it. It was natural that a break should 
intervene between the inspired Scriptures and the 
spontaneous literature of Christianity, between the 
; teaching of Apostles and the teaching of philosophers; 
but it was no less natural that the interval should not 
| be one of total silence. Some echoes of the last age 
| still lived: some voices of the next already found ex- 
| pression. In this way the writings of the Apostolic 
Fathers are at once a tradition and a prophecy. By 
tone and manner they are united to the Scriptures; 
for their authors seem to instruct, and not to argue; and 
at the same time they prepare us by frequent exagye- 
rations for the one-sided systems of the following age. 
Its litera- The form of the earliest Christian literature explains 
Spates: its origin and object. The writings of the first Fathers 
Ea not essays, or histories, or apologies, but letters’ 
: They were not impelled to write by any literary motive, 
nor even by the pious desire of shielding their faith from 
the attacks of its enemies. An intense feeling of a new 
fellowship in Christ overpowered all other claims. As 
members of a great household—as fathers or brethren— 
' they spoke to one another words of counsel and warning, 
and so found a natural utterance for the faith and hope 
and love which seemed to them the sum of Christian 
life. 
Theevidence, With regard to the History of the Canon the Apostolic 
sfolic kan - Fathers occupy an important place, undesignedly it may 
Canon ' be, but not therefore the less surely. Their evidence in- 
‘deed is stamped with the characteristics of their position, 
direct and | and implies more than it expresses; but even directly they 
|say much. Within the compass of a few bricf letters they 


1 Cf. Mohler, Patrolugis, s. 50. 
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v that the writings of the Apostles were regarded | Chap. i. 

2 the first as invested with singular authority, as 

true expression, if not the original source, of Chris- If 
doctrine and Christian practice. And more than 

; they prove that it is unnecessary to have recourse | indirect, 
ater influences to explain the existence of peculiar 

as of Christianity which were coeval with its recep- 

|in the world. In a word, they mark the beginnings 

. written Canon, and establish the permanence of the 

nents of the Catholic faith. 

The latter point must be examined with care; for it is | és their pre- 


servation o, 


y needful to notice the proofs of the continuity of the | the Apostolic 
; ot ‘ : types of doc- 

resentative forms of Christian doctrine at a time when | ¢rine 

as been supposed to have undergone strange changes. 

ny have rightly perceived that the reception of the 

1on implies the existence of one Catholic Church; and 

versely, if we can shew that the distinct constituents 

-atholicity were found in Christendom from the first 

, we confirm the authenticity of those books which 

erally suggest and sanction them. It is true that these | srough often 

erent types of teaching are at times arbitrarily expand- | gerated 

in the uncanonical writings without any regard to their a 

tive importance, but still they are essentially un- 

nged; and by the help of patristic deductions we may 

in what way the natural tendencies which give rise to 

sing heresies are always intrinsically recognised inthe 

ching of the universal Church. The elements of Holy 

ipture are so tempered that though truly distinct 

y combine harmoniously; elsewhere the same elements 

disproportionately developed, and in the end mutu- 

rexclude each other’. 





In studying the writings of the which I have sought to try and to 
y Fathers much help may be correct my own views: ROTHE (R.) 
ied from the following works (in Die Anfange d. Christlichen Kirche 
ition to the Church histories), by ...1837. MOHLER (J. A.) Patrologie, 
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ary history 
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SeEcT. I. THE RELATION OF THE APOSTOLIC FATI 
TO THE TEACHING OF THE APOSTLES. 


§ 1. 


The history of Clement of Rome is invested w: 
mythic dignity, which is without example in the : 
Nicene Church’. The events of his life have becon 
strangely involved in consequence of the religiou: 
mances which bear his name, that they must remai 
inextricable corifusion; and even apart from this, 1 
can be little doubt that traditions which belong to 
different men were soon united to confirm the digni 
the successor of St Peter*. There is however no re 
to question the belief that he was an immediate dis 
of the Apostles, and overseer of the Church of Ro: 
but beyond this all is doubtful*. It is uncertain whe 
he was of Jewish or heathen descent’: he is called at 


Clement of Rome. 


Regensburg, 1840. SCHLIEMANN 
(A.) Die Clementinen, Hamburg, 
1844. DORNER (J. A.) Die Lehre 
‘von der Person Christi, Stuttgart, 
1845—53. SCHWEGLER (A.) Das 
nachapostolische Zeitalter, Tiibingen, 
1846. LECHLER (G. V.) Das afo- 
| Stolssche und nachapostolische Zett- 
' aller, Haarlem, 1851, 2te Aufl. 1857. 
RITSCHL, Die Entstehung der alt- 
hatholischen Kirche, ate Aufil., Bonn. 
1857. HILGENFELD (A.) Die apfo- 
| stolischen Vuter, Halle, 1853. REuss 
| (E.) ffistotre de la Théologie Chre- 
| teenne au Siecle Apostoligue, 2me Ed. 
| 1860. LANGE (J. P.) Das aposto- 
lische Zettalter... 1884. DONALD- 
' SON (J.) 4 Critical History of Chris- 
tian Literature and Doctrine...Vol. }. 
1865. 
1 Cf. Schliemann, 118 ff. 
| 2 For instance, he was identified 
with Flavius Clemens, a cousin of 
Domitian, who was martyred at 








Rome. Schliemann, 109. Co: 
Lightfoot, Clement of Nome, p 
ff., for the connexion of Clemen 
the imperial household. 

3 Tren. ¢. Her. 111. 3 (Euseb. 
V. 6), Tplrw réry dro Tar droga 
Thy émvoxorny (of the Roman Cl 
xAnpovra: KAnuns, 0 cal éwpaxd 
Kaxaplovs dwrocré\ous Kal cups 
kws aurots cal Ere Evavdoy 7d x7 
TaY adrooTd\wy Kal THy wap 
wpd dfp0artuay Exwv ov povcs, & 
wodXol Uredelxovro Tore UTd TW 
orivwy ded:dayuevon. The pass 
a singular testimony to the ir 
vividness of the impression pro 
by the Apostolic preaching a1 
the multiplicity of personal evi 
by which it was attested. 

4 The various traditions are 
cussed with great candour in 
naldson, I. pp. go ff. 

5 The former alternative seci 
be supported by his Epistle n 
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me the disciple of St Paul, and again of St Peter’: the 
rder of his episcopate at Rome is disputed*; and yet, 
otwithstanding these ambiguities, it is evident that he 
xercised a powerful and lasting influence. In fact, he 
st his individuality through the general acknowledg- 
nent of his representative character in the history of the 
church. 

Writings which were assigned to the authorship of Writings 
clement gained a wide circulation in the East and West. him 
[wo Epistles to Virgins were published in a Syriac 
ransilation under his name by Wetstein®. The Cle- 
nentines, in spite of their tendency, remain entire, to 
epresent the unorthodox literature of the first ages*. 
[he Canons and Constitutions which claim his authority 
xecame part of the law-book of Christians’, Two Greek 
pistles, professing to be his, are appended to one of the 
atliest manuscripts of the Bible in existence®. 

The historical position of Clement is illustrated by the 


puch by the manner in which he 
i of the Patriarchs as ‘our 
athers’ (cc. 4, 31, 55) as by his 
amiliar knowledge of the Old Testa- 
pent in the LX X version: the latter 
s adopted in the Clementines, and 
maintained by Hefele, Patrr. App. 
ux. ff. Comp. Lightfoot, /.c. pp. 
163 f., who concludes that Clement 
Bas ‘of Jewish or proselyte parent- 


! The former opinion is grounded 
a Phil. iv. 3 (cf. Jacobson, ad Clem. 
mt, not. b); the latter is found in 
he Clementines, and, from them, 
a Origen, Philoc. c. 23, and later 
Witers. Schliemann, 120. 

* The chief authorities are quoted 
by Hefele, J. ¢. 

9 Cf. Jacobson, ad Clem. R. vit. 
wote |. Mohler, ss. 67sqq. Mohler 

their authenticity, which 
Neander thinks possible (Ch. H. 11. 

1} The quotations from the New 

tstament which they contain shew 


that they were certainly written early, 
but, as far as I can judge, consider- 
ably after Clement’s genuine Epistle. 
These quotations are examined be- 
low, ch. 11. § 8 f. 

4 Schliemann gives a very full 
account of them: 50 ff. (the Homi- 
lies); 265 ff. (the Recognitions). 

5 Cf. Bunsen’s Hippolytus 111. 145 
sqq- (the Canons); 11. 220 sqq., and 
App. (the Constitutions). 

6 See App. B. In addition to the 
letters of Clement, the Cod. Alex. 
contains also three beautiful Chris- 
tian hymns, one of which is the 
Greek original of the Gloria in ex- 
celsts of our own Liturgy. Cf. Bunsen, 
Hippolytus, U1. 133 sqq. Their ex- 
istence in the MS. proves no more 
than their ecclesiastical use. It should 
be added that the two epistles of 
Clement precede the addition of the 
books contained in the MS. while 
the Psalms of Solomon follow this 
total. See App. D. xii, 
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tional office. 


The relation 
of the first 
Epistie to 
the Canoni- 
cal Books, 


(a) in style, 
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early traditions which fixed upon him as the author of the 
Epistle to the Hebrews’, and of the Acts of the Apostles?. 
Subsequently he is charged with a two-fold office: he 
appears as the mediator between the followers of St Paul 
and St Peter, and as the lawgiver of the Church. Thus 
his testimony becomes of singular value, as that of a 
man to whom the first Christian society assigned its 
organization and its catholicity. 

The first Greek Epistle alone can be confidently pro- 
nounced genuine®. The relation of this to our Canonical 
Books is full of interest. In its style, in its doctrine, and - 
in its theory of Church government, it confirms the genu- 
ineness of disputed books of the New Testament‘. 

The language of the Epistle of St Peter has been sup- 
posed to be inconsistent with the distinctive character- 
istics of the Apostle. Now, according to the most probable 
accounts, Clement was a follower of St Peter; and the 
tone of his Epistle agrees with that of his master in ex- 
hibiting the influence of St Paul. This influence extends to 
peculiarities of language. Sometimes Clement uses words 


1 On the authority of Origen, ap. 
Euseb. //.Z. VI. 25. 

2 Photius (quoted by Credner, 
Einlett. 271) mentions this tradi- 
tion. 

3 Schwegler—following some ear- 
lier writers—has called in question 
' the genuineness of the letter without 

any good ground (Nachap. Zeit. 11. 

125 sqq.). He has been answered 

by Bunsen, Ritschl, and others. Cf. 

Lechler, Apost. Zett. 309 n. 

Its integrity appears to be as un- 
questionable as its genuineness. Few 
critics of any school would endorse 
the statement: ‘there can be no 
‘doubt that the Epistle is much inter- 
‘ polated.’ etna Rel, 1. 227.) At 
the close of c. 57 a lacuna occurs in 
the MS. 





‘One leaf, and one leaf 


‘only of the MS. has disappeared.’ 
(Lightfoot, Zhe Epistles of Clement, 
pp. 166, 23.) 

The second Lfist/e is probably 
part of a homily, but this writing 
will be examined afterwards. 

[The discovery of a second MS. 
of the complete text of the ‘ Epistles’ 
at Constantinople, and of a Syriac 
version of them, now in the Univer- 
sity Library at Cambridge, conforms 
with the above statements. See 
Lightfoot, /.¢., 1880.] 

4 The date of Clement’s letter is 
disputed, for it depends on the order 
of his Episcopate. Hefele (p. xxxv.) 
places it at the close of the persecu- 
tion of Nero (A.D. 68—jo). The later 
date (circ. 95) seems more probable. 
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found only in St Peter's Epistles: more frequently those | “hP- i 
common to St Peter and St Paul; while his verbal coinci- 
dences with St Paul are both numerous and striking’. 
Again, the Epistle of Clement takes up a catholic ‘8) in de. 

position in the statement of doctrine, which shews that , me 

the supplementary views contained in the New Testa- , 

_ ment had in his time been placed in contrast, and now j 

' required to be combined. The theory of justification is 

stated in its antithetical fulness. The same examplesare | 

used as in the Canonical Epistles, and the teaching of | 

St Paul and St James is coincidently affirmed. ‘ Through | influence of 
‘faith and hospitality (ca riot «ad duro€eviav) a son was | | eaper: 

‘given to Abraham in old age, and by obedience (60’ 

‘yraxons) he offered him a sacrifice to God.’ ‘Through 

‘faith and hospitality Rahab was saved (€0w@n’).’ ‘We 

‘are not justified by ourselves (8¢’ éavrev)...nor by works 

‘which we have wrought in holiness of heart, but by our 

‘faith (ca tis mictews), by which Almighty God justificd ; 
‘all from the beginning of the world®’ Shortly afterwards | 
Clement adds in the spirit of St James ‘Let us then, | St Jamns— 
‘work from our whole heart the work of rightcousness*.’ | 
And the same tenor of thought reappears in the con- | 


! The following examples, which duerauéAnros —éyxparevecOat | 
are taken from among many that —Netroupyos, Necrovpyla, Aet- | 
I have noticed, will illustrate the Toupy ety—paxapiouss—olKrip- 
extent and character of this con- pol—rwoXtrela, rodcrever (used | 
nexion : by Polyc. )—epuvds, cenvorns— | 

* yonoreverOat. 
(a) Coincidence with St Peter in (8) Peculiar to Clement: 
words not elsewhere found in alxla — d\Xovovy — arovora — | 
the Epp. or PP. App.: BovrAnois—lxerevew — xaddov7 | 
a7ya0orola —adekpéryns — rol- —ptapos— uve apos—mapupeye- 
purov. (Perhaps no more.) Ons — wava-y.os—mavaperos. 
(8) With St Peter and St Paul: 7 cc. x., xii. Cf. Lightfoot, £%. fo 


ayaby aureldnois—dyiacuos— Galatians. pp. 1st ff. | 
eDuxpuys—eiodBea—etxpoc- %c, xxxii. The distinction sug- | 
Sexros—rareiwvoppoovrn—ura- gested between the final cause and _ 
noyn—vropépewn—giraderdgla— the instrument by the double use of 
Pirogerla, Perdteves. dia is very interesting. 
(y) With St Paul: 4c. xxxiii, or John ii. 2. | 
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without any omission or increase, which are preserved to 
us in the New Testament as stamped with Apostolic 
authority’. The other Fathers of the first age, as will 
be seen, represent more or less clearly some special form 
of Christian teaching; but Clement places them all side 
by side. They witness to the independent weight of parts 
of the Canon: he ratifies generally the claims of the whole. 


§ 2. lLenatius. 


The lIctters which bear the name of Ignatius are dis- 
tinguished among the writings of the Apostolic Fathers 
by a character of which no exact type can be found in 
the New Testament. They bear the stamp of a mind | 
fully imbued with the doctrine of St Paul, but at the 
same time exhibit a spirit of order and organization. 
foreign to the first stage of Christian society. In them 
‘the Catholic Church?’ is recognised as an outward body 


1 The Apostles were charged with 
the enunciation of principles, and 
not with their combination. They 
had to do with essence, and not with 
form. But after the destruction of 
Jerusalem an outward framework was 
required for Christian truth: and the 
arranging of this according to Apo- 
stolic rules was left to the successors 
of the Apostles. 

2 The phrase occurs for the first 
time in Ignatius, ad Smyrn., viii. Sov 
dy davy o éwicxowos exet TO wxAHOOS 
Esrw, Wowep Orou av fF Xpeords 'In- 
cous éxet 7 xaboiKh éxxArnola. The 
context deals with the principle of 
unity centred in the bishop in each 
Church. What the bishop is to 
the individual Church, that is Christ 
to the ‘universal’ Church. Where 
‘Christ Jesus’ is (and the fulness of 
the title is not without significance) 
there is the ‘universal’ Church. His 


Presence is the one test of Catholicity. 
In the Afartyrdom of Polye 
which was written in the name of the 
Church of Smyrna (A.D. 167), the 
phrase is found with somewhat 
greater latitude of meaning. This 
appears in the Salutation: 9 éxx\y 
ala rou Geov » wapoxotca Tpuprap . 
Tq éxxAnola rod Gcod rH waporxoveg 
éy DilounAly xal wdoats rats care 
wdvra Trorov rns dylas Kal caGorefe 
éxxAnoias mapocclacs FXeos elpirn xal 
ayary and again in the combina- 
tion...77s Kard rny ofxoupnévny xaGo- 
Aixys éxxAnolas (cc. viii., xix.); and 
still more in the title given to Poly- 
carp as érloxowos rijs év Zubpry nabo~ 
Acys éxxAnolas (c. xvi.), where the 
word kxaGodktxys is exchanged for 

sanct@ in the old Latin Version. 

In these passages there is a tend- 
ency towards two distinct concep- 
tions of that Catholicity of which 
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of Christ made up of many members. The image which 
St Paul had sketched is there realized and filled -up with 
startling boldness. The Church polity of the Pastoral 
Epistles seems dim and uncertain when compared with 
the rigid definitions of these later writings. But in this 


explicable by 
the ima, 
ys v3 

aul applies 
lothe Church 
(Eph. vi.), 





lies their force as witnesses to our Canon. 
suppose those Epistles of St Paul which have seemed 
most liable to attack; and on the other hand they 


exhibit exactly that form 


the Presence of Christ is the essential 
sign, the one external and regarding 
the extension of the Church through- 
out the whole world, the other internal 
and marking a characteristic of each 
oahaet the Society in itself. Speaking 

ly, we may say that we can 
find in them the germs of the /uca/ 
and doymatic ideas of catholicity 
which at a later time were well ex- 
plained by Cyril of Jerusalem: xa6o- 
Mad pdr ovv xadeirar [1 éxxAnola] dia 
ve xard waons elvat THs olxoupérns 
dr6 tepdrwy 7s Ews wepdrwr’ Kal dd 
70 &bdoxew xadoluxds xal dvedrewas 
Grasra rdcls yroow dyOpuruv éUeiv 
“eri Soypara... (Catech. xviii. 

11). 

These two ideas though finally di- 
Vergent are capable of being traced 
back to the same source; or rather 
they were necessarily evolved in due 
succession by the historic progress of 
Christianity, through its claim to 
universality. At first the Christian 
Church was contemplated in contrast 
with the Jewish Church: a society 
With no limits of race or nation in 
contrast with one confined to a cho- 
sen people. And next a contrast 
arose between Christian  socicties 
themselves, as this claimed to follow 
the teaching of one Apostle and that 
of another, while a third treasured 
Up with equal reverence all the vari- 
ous forms of Apostolic teaching. The 
true Church was Catholic as opposed 
equally to what was special and to 
What was partial, 


They pre- 


of doctrine into which the 


As the opposition between Chris- 
tianity and Judaism became less 
keen, the universal extension of the 
Christian Church was interpreted in 
a merely local sense, and ‘ catholic’ 
became practically synonymous with 
locally universal, in which sense the 
title is constantly interpreted by Au- 
gustine, as for instance: Ipsa est 
enim ecclesia catholica; unde xado- 
Auxyn Greece appellatur, quod per to- 
tum orbem terrarum diffunditur. £Z- 
pist. iii. tr. Comp. cxl. 43. 

But it is in the sense of universal 
as opposed to partial that the term 
‘Catholic’ is of vital importance in 
the history of the Church. In this 
respect Catholicity is the ecclesiasti- 
cal correlative to the whole sum of 
the Holy Scriptures, Old and New, 
and the protest against all exclusive- 
ness, whether of Ebionites, or Mar- : 
cionites, or Donatists—the earliest 
types of legalism, rationalism, and : 
puritanism, if we may venture to 
translate the names into generalterms. 

It may be added that it is remark- 
able that theepithet ‘Catholic,’ which | 
in later times the Latin Church has ' 
appropriated to herself, is not applied | 
to the Church in the Western Creeds : 
till the 7th (or perhaps the 6th) cen- . 
tury. On the other hand it is found . 
almost universally in the Eastern 
Creeds (Heurtley, //arm. Symbol. 
p- 143). Pearson has given a very 
rich collection of passages illustrating . 
the usage of the word: Ov the Creed, : 
Art. ix. 


enn i SS SS SS. lS 
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principles of St Paul would naturally be reduced by a 
vigorous and logical teacher presiding over the central 
Church of Gentile Christendom, ‘the anti-pole of Jeru- 
‘salem, and there brought into contact with the two rival 
parties within the Church, as well as with the different 
heresies which had been detected and condemned by 
St John’. 

It is unnecessary to enter here into the controversy 
which has been raised about the Ignatian Epistles*. If 
any part of them be accepted as genuine, our argument 
holds good: for it is drawn from their: general character. 
After they have been reduced within the narrowest limits 
which are justified by historical criticism, they still shew 
a clear and vivid individuality, a character which, how- 
ever different from the popular idea of a disciple of 
St John, appears to be not unsuited to the early Bishop 
of Antioch. Its very distinctness has suggested doubts 
of its authenticity ; but even at the first view it seems to 
be one far more likely to have been imitated than in- 
vented. The exaggerations of the copy bring out more 
clearly the traits of the original. It would have been 
difficult, if not impossible, for a later writer to have 
imagined Ignatius, as he appears in the letters, zealous 
against Docetic heresies, Jewish traditions, and indivi- 
dual schism : keenly alive to the very dangers, and those 
only, with which he must have contended at Antioch, 


But when the character was 


1 Cf. Dorner, I. 144 Sqq.- 

2 Hefele gives a fair summary of 
the controversy. It is but right to 
confess that the more carefully I 
have studied the shorter recension 
the more firmly I am convinced that 
it proceeds entirely from one mind 
and one pen. The most startling 
peculiarities are those which spring 
most directly from the position of 


once portrayed it offered a 


Ignatius. A careful and minute ex- 
antination of the language of all the 
Epistles would I believe bring the 
question of their unity at least to a 
satisfactory close. But this would 
carry us far beyond the limits of our 
Essay. In the following pages I 
shall refer to the seven Epistles, 
marking the passages found also in 
the Syriac Version. 


1.) 
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tempting model for imitation. The style and opinions 
of Ignatius are clear and trenchant. He was at an early 
time looked upon as the representative of ecclesiastical 
order and doctrine in its technical details, differing in 
this from Clement, whose name, as we have seen, sym- 
bolized the union of the different elements contained in 
the Apostolic teaching. The one appears in tradition 
as systematizing the Catholic Church which the other 
had constructed’. 

The traditional aspect of these two great teachers 
harmonizes with their real historical position. The letter 
of Clement falls within the Apostolic age ; and Ignatius 
was martyred in the reign of Trajan*. So that his letters 
probably come next in date among the remains of the 
earliest Christian literature. A comparison of the writ- 
ings themselves would lead to the same conclusion. The 
letters of Ignatius could not naturally have preceded 
that of Clement, while they follow it in a legitimate 
sequence, and form a new stage, so to speak, in the 
building of the Christian Church. This may be clearly 
seen in the different modes by which they enforce the 
necessity of an organized ministry. Clement appeals to 
the analogy of the Levitical priesthood ; Ignatius insists 
on the idea of a Christian body. 

The circumstances under which Ignatius wrote, on 
his way from Antioch to Rome, necessarily impressed 


3 Popular traditions frequently 





the earlier date. The latest and 





embody a character with singular 
beauty in some one trait. Thus Ig- 
natins is said to have instituted the 
custom of singing hymns antiphon- 
ally ‘from a vision of angels whom 
*he saw thus singing 
‘Trinity’ (Socr. Hf. £. vI. 8). 

: Orig. Eccles. 1V. 434. 

2 Pearson, followed by ape eran 
writers, fixed Ignatius’ martyrdom 
in 216. Hefele and Mohler prefer 


Cf. 


to the Holy 


most thorough investigation of the 
question by Zahn (/ynatius von An- 
tiochien, Gotha, 1873), shews that if 
the date of the Acta (107 A.D.) be set 
aside (so Zahn), there is absolutely 


no evidence to determine at what 


point between 107—117 A.D. the 
martyrdom is to be placed. Onan 
assertion that he was martyred at 
Antioch, Dec. 20, 115, A.D., see 
the Preface. 








This charac 


A. D. 107. 
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inarecd by 
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hap ie letters with a peculiar character. It has been argued 
that they are unlike the last words of a Christian martyr, 

written on the very road to death : it should be said that- 

they are unlike the words of any other martyr than : 

Ignatius. They are indeed the parting charge of one | 

who was conscious that he was called away at a crisis in | 

the history of the Church. As long as an Apostle lived | 

old things had not yet passed away; but on the death of. j 

St John it seemed that the ‘last times?’ were at hand, - 

though in one sense, according to his promise, Christ 

had then come, and a new age of the world had begun, . 

The perils which beset this transition from Apostolic to . 

Episcopal government, in the midst of heresies within and < 
persecutions without, might well explain warmer lan-' 

guage than that of Ignatius. He wrote with earnest: 

vehemence because he believed that episcopacy was the ? 

bond of unity, and unity the safety of the Church’. 

form a last In this way the letters of Ignatius complete the © 
icivment | history of one feature of Christianity. The Epistles of. 
Seine of the | St Paul to the Ephesians, his Pastoral Epistles, and the 

Aurch, 

| Epistles of Clement and Ignatius, when taken together, 

| mark a harmonious progression in the development of 

the idea of a Church. The first are creative, and the last | { 

‘constructive. In the Epistle to the Ephesians the great 

mystery of the Christian Society is set forth under two 

images, which include the essential truths of all later 

‘speculations. It is the Body of Christ in virtue of the | 
one life which it derives from Aim who ts its Head; and | 

‘it is the Temple of God, so far as it is built up in aaa 





Sel RN fet Brill tf - aiditeneten 


| 1 Ad Eph. xi. THs év Svupla _exwAnolas, Wres dvr 
2 This feeling is expressed with énod women TH Bew xpyrar. Méver, 
' touching simplicity in the Epistle to adrjy ‘Inoots Xpords éwwxomjow: 
| the Romans, which, as is well known, kal }) buoy dydan (c. ix.). The 
' is most free from hierarchical views. sage is omitted in the Syriac Ver - 
Mynuovevere ev Ty mpocevxy vuay sion. 
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ages and of various elements on the foundations which; CMP.’ 


' Christ laid, and of which He is the corner-stone. 


Pastoral Epistles this teaching is realised in the outlines 
of a visible socicty. In the later writings the great prin- 
ciples of Scripture are reduced to a system, and ex- 


panded with logical ingenuity. But when this connexion | 


is traced by the help of an 


writings fragmentary, occasional, and inartificial, it surely | 


undesigned commentary in 


follows that a series of books so intimately united must 
indeed have been the original expressions of the succes- 
sive forms of Christian thought which they exhibit. 
Though the Ignatian letters witness to three chief 
types of Apostolic teaching, one type stands forth in 


them with peculiar prominence. 


The image of St Paul 


is stamped alike upon their language and their doctrine. 
The references to the New Testament are almost ex- 


clusively confined to his writings. 


Familiar words and 


phrases shew that he was a model continually before 
the writer's eyes; and in one place this is expressly 


affirmed’. 


The controversy against Jewish practices is conducted 
as sternly as in the Epistle to the Galatians, though its 
form shews that it belongs to a later epoch. Christianity 
is distinguished by a new name (Xpuotiavicpos*) as a 
system contrasted with Judaism. Judaism (‘lovdaicpos) 


1 The only coincidences which I 
have noticed between the language 
of St John and Ignatius consist in 
the frequent use of dydry, dyargy, 
- gad é odfavés, while St Paul and 
Clement generally use ol odpavol. 

The words common to St Paul 
and ius only are very numerous, 
2, —_—dva pix eww—_—d w epi - 
eracres—fxrpwya— évirns— Onpioua- 

"lovdaig pbs—édval un —olxovopla 
)—¢vocots. 
Those peculiar to Ignatius are still 


G 


more numerous: e.g. dytopdpos— 
duéporos—dyriyuxorv—compounds of 
agcos, as dtid0eos, afiouaxdpioros— 
dwodtunl ferPar — Spoi ferPar — érody, 
&-wois—compounds of eds, as Geo- 
Spbpos, Jeopspos —xaxorexvla— pdp- 
peaxovy. The references are made to 
all the shorter Epistles without dis- 
tinction, whether contained in thc 
Syriac or not. 

3 Ad Rom. c. iii. Ge. This new 
name likewise comes from Antioch. 
Cf. Acts xi. 26. 


D 


In the | 
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‘To 


is ‘an evil leaven that has grown old and sour’.’ 


‘use the name of Jesus Christ and yet observe Jewish 
‘customs is unnatural (aromrov’).’ ‘To live according to 
‘Judaism is to confess that we have not received grace*,’ 
At the same time, like St Paul, Ignatius regards Chris- . 
tianity as the completion, and not the negation, of the 
Old Testament. The prophets ‘lived according to Jesus 
‘Christ,...being inspired by His grace, to the end that 
‘those who disbelieve should be convinced that it is one 
‘God who manifested Himself [both in times past and 
‘now] through Jesus Christ His Son, who ‘is His Word, 
‘having proceeded from Silence‘,’ from which some have 
held that Thought and Word were evolved as successive 
forms of the Divine Being, and ‘who in all things well- - 
‘pleased Him that sent Him*’ 

The Ignatian doctrine of the unity of the Church, 
which in its construction shews the mind of St Peter, is 
really based upon the cardinal passage of St Paul‘, 
Christians individually are members of Christ, who is 
their great Spiritual Head. And conversely, the Church 
universal, and each Church in particular, represents the 
body of Christ, and its history must so far set forth an 
image of the life of Christ in its spirit and its form. As 
a consequence of this view the Bishop in the earthly and 
typical Church is not only a representation of Christ, 


l Ad Magn. x. 

* Ibid. 

3 ld Magn. viii. 

* Dr Lightfoot has shewn a hated 
of Philology, \. pp. §3 ff. 1868) that 
the words dtdcos and ov« in the com- 
mon text are an interpolation. 

5 Ad Magn. viii. The reference 
to Silence (Zcyy), which forms an 
important element in Valentinianism, 

vas a serious objection to the authen- 


icity of the Ignatian letters till the 


discovery of the ‘Treatise against 
Heresies.’ Now it appears that the 
same phraseology was used in the 
‘Great Announcement,’ an authori- 
tative exposition of the doctrines of 
the Simonians, and consequently it 
must have been current in Ignatius’ 
time (Hipp. adv. Her. vi. 18). Cf. 
Bunsen, Hippolytus, 1. 57 ff., whose 
opinion on the subject however seems 
improbable. 


Eph. v. 23 sqq.- 
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whom ‘we must regard as Christ Himself’, and ‘a par- 
*taker of the judgment of Christ, even as Christ was of 
‘the judgment of the Father’, while the Church is united 
to Christ as He is united to the Father’: but also—and 
in this lies the most remarkable peculiarity of his system 
—the relation of the Church as a living whole to its dif- 
ferent officers corresponds in some sense to that of Christ 
Himself, of whom it is an image, to the Father on the 
one hand, and on the other to the Apostles. On earth 
the Bishop is the centre of unity in each society, as the 
Father is the ‘ Bishop of all‘’ Believers are subject to. 
. the Bishop as to God’s grace, and to the presbytery as 
‘to Christ’s law’; since the Bishop, as he ventures to say in 
another place, ‘ presides as representative of God, and the 
‘presbyters as representatives of the Apostolic Council®’ 

The Ignatian writings, as might be expected, are not 
without traces of the influence of St John. The circum- 
sances in which he was placed required a special enun- 
aation of Pauline doctrine; but this is not so expressed as 
to exclude the parallel lines of Christian thought. Love 
‘the stamp of the Christian’. ‘Faith is the beginning, 
and love the end of life®.’ ‘Faith is our guide upward 
‘(@rayewryevs), but love is the road that leads to God*’ 
‘The Word is the manifestation of God”, ‘the door (Ovpa) 
‘by which we come to the Father”) ‘and without Him 
*wehave not the principle of true life’’ ‘The Spirit 
‘(wvedpa) is not led astray, as being from God. For it 
‘knoweth whence it cometh and whither it goeth, and 
‘testeth (€Xéyyes) that which is hidden”. The true meat 























1 Ad Eph. vi. 10 Ad Magn. viii. (quoted above). 
* Ad Eph. iii. Ad Philad. ix. Cf. John x. 7. 

3 Ad Eph. v. 12 Ad Trall. ix.: ob xwpls rd aAn- 
“ Ad Magn. iii. Owdy tqy obx Exouev. Cf. ad Eph. 


, Ad Magn. ii. © Ad Magn. vi. iii.: "I. X. 7d ddcdxpirov judy fq»... 
, Ad Magn.v. § Ad Eph. xiv. ™ Ad Philad. vii. Comp. John 
Ad Epk. ix. (So Syr.). iii. 8; xvi. 8. 
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of the Christian is the ‘bread of God, the bread of 
‘heaven, the bread of life, which is the flesh of Jesus 
‘Christ,’ and his drink is ‘ Christ’s blood, which is love 
‘incorruptible’ He has no love of this life; ‘his love 
‘has been crucified, and he has in him no burning passion 


‘for the world, but living water [as the spring of a new © 


‘life] speaking within him, and bidding him come to his 
‘Father®’ Meanwhile his enemy is the enemy of his 
Master, even ‘the ruler of this age”.’ 

These passages, it must be repeated, are not brought 
forward as proofs of the use of the writings of St John, 
but as proofs of the currency of the modes of thought of 
St John. They indicate at least that phraseology and 
lines of reflection which are preserved for us in the cha- 
racteristic teaching of the fourth Gospel were familiar to 
the writer of the Ignatian Epistles. Different readers 
will estimate the value of the coincidences differently ; 
but if once the Christian society be recognised as pos- 
sessed of a continuous life, they cannot be disregarded‘. 


§ 3. Polycarp. 
The short epistle of Polycarp contains far more re- 
ferences to the writings of the New Testament than any 
other work of the first age; and still, with one exception, 


1 Ad Rom. vii. The Syriac text dpxw» rod xécpov rovrov’ and see 


| 
| 


though shorter gives the same sense. 
Cf. John vi. 32, 51, 53- 
3 Ad Rom. 1. c. ‘The last clause 
is wanting in the Syriac, yet the 
boldness of the metaphor seems to be 
in Ignatius’ manner. Ilip ¢sAdiiAov, 
‘fiery passion for the material world,’ 
which forms a good contrast with 
vdwp fw, ‘living water,’ is certainly, 
I think, the true reading. Cf. John 
iv. 4133 vii. 38. 
3 Ad Rom. le: 6 apxwy rod alavos 
robrov. Cf. John xii. 313 xvi. 11: d 


1 Cor. ii. 6, 8. 

4 lt is scarcely necessary to say | 
that Philo’s doctrine of the Word 
wholly dissociated from Messianie ‘ 
expectations. ‘The apprehension of + 
the Truth o Adyos capt é-yévero—‘the : 
‘mere application to an individual ; 
‘ of a theory which had long occw- ; 
‘pied the Hebrew mind’ as it has. 
been called with startling want of 
spiritual discernment —was the greate - 
est step ever taken in relgglow: & 
thought. 
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all the phrases which he borrows are inwoven into the 
texture of his letter without any sign of quotation. In 
other cases it is possible to assign verbal coincidences to 
accident ; but Polycarp’s use of scriptural language is so 
frequent that it is wholly unreasonable to doubt that he 
was acquainted with the chief parts of our Canon; 
and the mode in which this familiarity is shewn serves 
to justify the conclusion that the scriptural language 
; of other books in which it occurs more scantily implies 
asimilar knowledge of the Apostolic writings’. 
A scriptural tone naturally involves a catholicity of spi- 
rit. Polycarp is second only to Clement among the early 









Fathers in the breadth of Apostolic teaching embraced 
in his epistle*. The influence of St Peter, St John, and St 
Paul, may be traced in his doctrine. In one sentence he 
has naturally united® the watchwords, so to say, of the 
three Apostles, where he speaks of Christians being ‘built 
‘up into the faith given to them, which ts the mother of us 
‘all (cf. Gal. iv. 26), hope following after, Jove towards God 
‘and Christ and towards our neighbour preceding.’ But 
the peculiar similarity of this epistle to that of St Peter 
was a matter of remark even in early times‘. It would be 
curious to inquire how this happens; for though the dis- | 
Gple of St John reflects from time to time the burning | 


1 The authenticity of Polycarp’s 
Epistle stands quite unshaken. Cf. 
nn, s. 418 anm.; Jacobson, 

aeit. Polyc. note gq. Schwegler, 1. 
154 8qq.. has added no fresh force 
fe the old objections. Donaldson 

. following Daillé and Bun- 
ta, rejects c. xiii. as an snterporaticns 
which appear to be in- 
tbat, See Jacobson ad /oc. On 
the evidence of Polycarp generally 
we Bp. Lightfoot, Cont. Rev., May, 


187 
the fragments of ‘ Polycarp’s Re- 





sponsions’ given by Feuardentius in 
his notes on Irenzus (111. 3) cannot, 
I think, be genuine. Is anything 
known of the MS. Catena from which 
they were taken? 

2 The similarity between parts of 
the Epistles of Clement and Poly- 
carp is very striking. The passages 
are printed at length by Hefele, Pro- 
leg. p. XXVII. sqq- In single words 
the likeness is not less remarkable. 

3 Schwegler, 11. 157. Polyc. ad 
Phil, c. iii. Compare Jacobson’s note. | 

4 Euseb. //. £. IV. 14. 
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zeal of his master’; though in writing to the Church most | 
beloved by St Paul he recalls the features of their ‘ glori- . 
ous’ founder ; still he exhibits more frequently the tone - 


-of St Peter, when he spoke at the last as the expounder of , 


the Christian law. Whatever may be the explanation of . 


this, the fact is in itself important; for it confirms and . 
defines what has been already remarked as to the mutual | 
influences which appear to have ultimately modified the _ 
writings of St Peter and St Paul. The style of St Peter, 
it is well known, is most akin to that of the later epistles of 
St Paul; and in full harmony with this, the letter of Poly- 
carp, while it echoes so many familiar phrases of the First 
Epistle of St Peter, shews scarcely less likeness to the 
Pastoral Epistles of St Paul®. It can scarcely be an ac- 


1 The famous passage, C. Vii. init. 
in connexion with Iren. 111. 3 (Euseb. 
Iv. 14), will occur to every one. The 
words of Irenzeus deserve to be tran- 
scribed, as they carry on a generation 
later the power of the Apostolic life 
already noticed in Irenzeus’ account 
of Clement (supr. p. 22, n. 3). «at 
TloAvxapwos 3¢ ov pbvoy id drocré\wy 
wabyreviels kal cuvavacrpadgels wod- 
Aois Tois Toy Xpordv éwpaxoow dAAd 
Kal vwd aroordhwy karaoradels els 
Thy 'Aclav éy TD ey Zuvpry éxxAnolg 
éwloxowos, cv kal nuets éwpdxanev év 
TY wpwory nua nrexlg, éxerodd yap 
wapéyewe wal wdvu ynpaddos évddtws 
Kal eripavésrara hapruphoas ét7nAGe 
rou Blov, raira d&ddtas ael d kal wapa 
TaY drooTo\wy Euaber, d cal 4 éxxAn- 
ola rapadiswow, d cal udva éorly adn- 
0%. Maprupotow rovros al xara Thy 


"Aciay éxxAnoiat wGcat, x.T.X. 


The perpetuity of Apostolic doc- 
trine in its fulness is an implicit tes- 
timony to the authority of the New 
Testament as a whole. 

To complete the testimony the 
words of ‘Tertullian may be added: 
Hoc enim modo ecclesise Apostolic 
census suos deferunt, sicut Smyrnz- 


orum ecclesia Polycarpum abJohanne 
conlocatum refert, sicut Romanorum | 
Clementem a Petro ordinatum edit, - 
proinde utique et cztere exhibent 
quos Apostoli in episcopatum con-— - 
stitutos Apostolici seminis traduces ~ 
habeant (De Prescr. Her. 32). 

2 The following passages from St 
Peter may be noticed: 1 Pet. i ig 
(c. 1)5 1. 13 (c. ti); 1 at (c. ii.) $ iti. 

9 (c. ii.) ii. 11 (c. v.)5 iv. 7 (C vii); 
li, 22, 24 (c. Vill.). 

We may perhaps compare also the 
notices of St Paul found in 2 Pet. iii. 

15; Polyc. c. iii. 5 

As to the Pastoral Epistles, see. 

c. iv. (1 Tim. vi. 10, 7) 3, CV. (2 Time 
ii, 12)3 c. xii. (1 Tim. ti. 2). 

The inscriptions of the epistles of: q 
the Apostolic Fathers are not with- .. 
out special significance. Polycarp: 
writes feos vu xai elpiyy in the --> 
New Testament feos occurs in the 
salutations of 1 anda Tim., 2 Johns | 
and Jude. Ignatius, with one excep= - 
tion (ad Philad.), says riecra yale . 
pew. Cf. James i. 1. Clement, im t 
the name of the Church of Romep, ~ 
uses the common salutation of S€& 


Paul xdpis xal elpjn. 
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cident that it does so; and at any rate it follows that a 
peculiar representation of Christian doctrine, which has 
been held in our own time to belong to the middle of the 
second century, was familiarly recognised in its double 
form, without one mark of doubt, almost within the verge 
of the Apostolic age’. Unless we admit the authenticity 
of the Pastoral Epistles and of the First Epistle of St 
Peter, the general tone and language of the Epistle of 
Polycarp are wholly inexplicable’. 

The dangers which impressed on the Ignatian letters 
their peculiar character have given some traits to that of 
Polycarp. He too insists on the necessity ‘of turning 
‘away from false teaching to the word handed down 
‘from the first.’ The true historic presence and work | 
of the Lord, on which Ignatius insists with emphatic 
earnestness in combating the error of the Docetz, forms 
the centre of the teaching of Polycarp. ‘For whoever, 
he affirms in the spirit and almost in the words of St 
John, ‘does not confess that Jesus Christ has come in 
‘the flesh is Antichrist: and whoever does not confess 
‘the testimony of the cross is of the devil ; and whoever ! 
‘perverts the oracles of the Lord to his own lusts and 
‘says that there is neither resurrection nor judgment, 
‘this man is the firstborn of Satan‘’ ‘Christians,’ he says 
elsewhere, ‘are to be subject to the priests and deacons, 


! The epistle of Polycarp was writ- 


not in single words, we have already 
ten shortly after the martyrdom of 


spoken. The following words are not 


Ignatius, and its date consequently 
Speats on that. Cf. cc. ee ai and 
Jacobson‘s note on the last passage, 
which removes Liicke’s objection. 
2 Among the peor ans of oy: 
s language are the following: he 
a in common with St Paul only 
éxexargr — dpsafuw — agpirdpyupos 
—7) cadew — paraodoyla— x povoeir. 
Of his coincidences with St Peter, 
which consist in whole phrases and 


found elsewhere in the Apostolic Fa- 
thers nor at all in the New Testament 
except in St Peter’s and St Paul’s Epi- 
stles, avaxowrecOa: — Wevdddedpos — 
pevdoddacxaNnla weOodeverr (ue8o- 
Sela, St Paul)—aroropos (aroroula, 
St Paul). 

3c. vii. 

4c. vii. The words might seem a 
condemnation of the characteristic 
errors of our own age. 
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‘as to God and Christ’. Fasting had already become 


a part of the discipline of the Church’. 
In one respect the testimony of Polycarp is more im- 
portant than that of any other of the Apostolic Fathers. 


Like his Master, he lived to unite two ages’. 


He had 


listened to St John, and he became himself the teacher of 


Irenzus. 


In an age of convulsion and change he stands 


at Smyrna and Rome as a type of the changeless truths 


of Christianity. 


In his extreme age he still taught ‘ that 


‘which he had learned from the Apostles, and which con- 


‘tinued to be the tradition of the Church‘. 


And in the 


next generation his teaching was confirmed by all the 


Churches in Asia’, 


Thus the zeal of Polycarp watches 


over the whole of the most critical period of the history 
of Christianity. His words are the witnesses of the second 


age’. 


§ 4. Barnabas. 


The arguments which have been urged against’ the 
claims of the Epistle of Barnabas to be considered as a 


lev. 

3c. vii. 

3 His death is variously placed 
from 147—178. The reéent investi- 
gations of M. Securit as to the 
date of the Proconsulship of L. Sta- 
tius Quadratus, under whom Poly- 
carp suffered, fix the true date [Febr. 
24] 155-6 A.D. The meeting of Po- 
lycarp with Anicetus will therefore 
fall in 154 A.D. Comp. Lipsius, Der 
Martyrer-tod Polycarp's, Hilgenfeld’s 
Zeitschrift, vii. 2, pp. 188 ff. 

4 Tren. III. 3. 4. 

5 Tren. /. ¢. 

6 In the account of his martyrdom 
he is described as one ‘who proved 
‘himself in our times an apostolic 


' ‘and prophetic teacher and bishop of 


| 


| 


‘the Catholic Church in Smyrna. 
-For every word which he uttered 


‘from his mouth both was accom- 
‘plished and will be accomplished’ 
(wy [scil. ray éxAexray] els...yeyéve 6 
...[loAvcapros, ev rots xa’ nuas xpb- 
vos dsddoxados awoorodtxds Kal xpo- 
Pyrixds yevouevos, éwloxowos [re] r¥s 
évy Zuvpyy Kadorxys éxxAnolas...Ec- 
cles. Smyr. Epist. c. xvi.). It is ob- 
vious that the epithet ‘apostolic’ is 
explained by ‘in our times,’ and 


“ prophetic’ by the last clause of the 


quotation. It might have been unne- 
cessary to notice this but for Cred- 
her's strange theory: Gesch. d. Kan. 
67 fi. 

The authenticity of this narrative 
of the martyrdom has been called in . 
question (see especially Donaldson, 
pp. 101 ff.), but there seems to be no 
sufficient reason for doubting its ge- 
neral truthfulness. 
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work of the first age cannot overbalance the direct histo- | ©baP_+ 
rical testimony by which it is supported. It is quoted 
frequently, and with respect, by Clement and Origen. 
Eusebius speaks of it as a book well-known, and com- 
monly circulated (depouévn), though he classes it with the 
books whose Canonicity was questioned or denied’. In 
Jerome's time it was still read among the Apocryphal 
Scriptures. It follows the Apocalypse in the Sinaitic 
manuscript of the Greek Bible. In the Stichometria of 
Nicephorus it is classed with the Antilegomena. 

But while the antiquity of the Epistle is firmly esta- | ut et Apo- 
blished, its Apostolicity is more than questionable. A 
writing bearing the name of Barnabas, and known to be 
of the Apostolic age, might very naturally be attributed | 
to the ‘Apostle’ in default of any other tradition ; and 
the supposed connexion of Barnabas of Cyprus with Alex- 
andria’, where the letter first gained credit, would render 
the hypothesis more natural. Clement and Jerome iden- 
tify the author with the fellow-labourer of St Paul; but 
on the other hand Origen and Eusebius are silent on this 
point. From its contents it seems unlikely that it was 
written by a companion of Apostles, and a Levite®. In 
addition to this, it is probable that Barnabas died before 
AD. 62‘; and the letter contains not only an allusion to 
the destruction of the Jewish Temple,’ but also affirms 
the abrogation of the Sabbath, and the general celebra- 
tion of the Lord’s Day’, which seems to shew that it 
could not have been written before the beginning of the 


rr a ies tr 


lA. E. Wt. 255 Vi. 14 Tat avoixodoujocovew airév. Hefele’s 
* Clem. Hom. I. 3 IL punctuation (éxOpav viv x.7.A.) can- 
® Hefele, Das Das. Sendichreben aes not, I think, stand. The writer calls 

Aportels Barnabas, ss. 166 ff attention to the present desolation of 
* Hefele, ss. 37, 159. the Temple. 


Sc. xvi.: dd yho rd wodepely ab- — § c. xv. ad fin.: Bid Kal dyoper Tip | 
robs cabypdby [6 rads] vxd raw exOpar yudpay Thy dydony els edppocvyyy, | 
vw, cal avrol xal ol ridv x Opar urnpé- x.7.4. Cf. Ign. ad Afagn. ix. 
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second century*. From these and similar reasons Hefele 
rightly, as it seems, decides that the Epistle is not to be 
attributed to Barnabas the Apostle; but at the same 
time he attaches undue importance to the conclusion as 
it affects the integrity of the Canon. Jerome evidently 
looked upon the Epistle as an authentic writing of ‘him 
‘who was ordained with St Paul, and yet he classed it 
with the Apocrypha. It is an arbitrary assumption that 
a work of this Barnabas would necessarily be Canonical. 
There is no reason to believe that he received his ap- 
pointment to the Apostolate directly from our Lord, as 
the Twelve did, and afterwards St Paul; and those 
who regard the Canon merely as a collection of works 
stamped with Apostolic authority can scarcely find any 
other limit to its contents than that which is fixed by 
the strictest use of the Apostolic title®. 

Moreover there is no ground for supposing that every 
writing of an Apostle would have found a place in the 
Canon of the Christian Church. It is scarcely possible 
but that some Apostolic writings have perished, and yet 
we believe that the Bible is none the less complete. There 
is no essential difference between a selection of records, 
and a selection of facts, taken within a given range. The 
same Divine Power which watched over the fragmentary 
recital of the acts and words of the Lord and His disci- 
ples, so that nothing should be wanting which it concerns 


| us to know, acted (as far as we can see) in like manner in 


preserving for our perpetual instruction those among the 
writings of the Apostles which had an abiding signi- 


> Mr Cunningham in his Désserta- /! 2 Mohler, I find with the greatest 
ton on the Epistle (Cambridge, 1877) ‘satisfaction, uses exactly the samé¢ 
inclines to follow Ewald and Wuz- argument as to the supposed neces 
sacher in assigning a very early date sary Canonicity of an authentic let: 
to the Epistle ‘not many years later a. of the Apostle Barnabas (7. 


than Vespasian’ (p. xxxvi). 
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ficance. The Bible is for us the sum of prophetic and 
apostolic literature, but that is not its essential character- 
istic. It contains ‘all that concerns Christ’ in the same 
sense in which the Gospel contains all the teaching of 
Christ. The completeness in each case is not absolute, 
but relative to the work which is to be accomplished. 
But while the Epistle of Barnabas has no claims to | /¢s relation 


: : oo to the 
canonical authority, as a monument of the first Christian Epistle to 


age it is full of interest. Among the writings of the / — 
Apostolic Fathers it holds the same place as the Epistle | “ 
to the Hebrews in the New Testament. There is at 
least so much similarity between them as to render a 
contrast possible, and thus to illustrate and confirm the 
true theory of Scriptural Inspiration. Both Epistles are 
constructed, so to speak, out of Old Testament materials ; 

and yet the mode of selection and arrangement is widely 
different. Both exhibit the characteristic principles of 
the Alexandrine school; but in the one case they are 
modified, as it were, by an instinctive sense of their due 
relation to the whole system of Christianity; in the 
other they are subjected to no restraint, and usurp an 
independent and absolute authority. 

The mystical interpretations of the Old Testament a res ts 
found in the Epistle to the Hebrews are marked by a | txterpreta- 
kind of reserve. The author shews an evident conscious- | Seristure, 
tess that this kind of teaching is not suited to all, but 
fequires mature powers alike in the instructor and in the 
taught’. As if to transfer his readers to a more spiritual 
atmosphere, though this is but one aspect of the motive 
which seems to have ruled his choice, he takes his illus- 
trations from the Tabernacle, and not from the Temple. 

The transitory resting-place which was fashioned ac- 
cording to the command of God, and not the permanent 


1 Hebr. v. 11 sqq. 
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‘house’ which was reared according to the design of 
man, was chosen as the figure of higher and divine 
truths. Those types which are pursued in detail are 
taken from the salient points of the Jewish ritual, and 
serve to awaken attention, without creating any difficul- 
ties in the way of those who are naturally disinclined to 
what are called mystical speculations. It is otherwise 


in the Epistle of Barnabas. 


In that the subtlest inter- 


pretations are addressed to promiscuous readers—to 


‘sons and daughters ’—and 


the highest value is deft- 


nitely affixed to them’. In parts there is an evident 
straining after novelty wholly alien from the calm and 
conscious strength of an Apostle; and the details of his 
explanations are full of the rudest errors*. In the one 
Epistle we have to do with a method of interpretation 
clear and broad ; in the other we have an application of 
the method, at times ingenious and beautiful, and then 
again arbitrary and incongruous. The single point of 
direct connexion between the two Epistles illustrates 


their respective characters. 


Both speak of the rest of 


God on the seventh day ; but in the Epistle to the He- 
brews this rest, not yet realised by man, though prepared 
for him from the foundation of the world, is made a 
motive for earnest and watchful efforts, and nothing 
more is defined as to the time of its approach. Barnabas 
on the contrary, having spoken of the promise, deter- 
mines the date of its fulfilment. The six days of the 


| creation furnish a measure, 


and so he accepts the old 


‘tradition, current even in Etruria, which fixed the con- 


1c, ix. ad fin.: obdels yrnowdrepov 
Euabev aw’ éuod Adyor, GAN [olda] Gre 
afiol éore vueis. Barnabas has been 
speaking of the mystical interpreta- 
tion of the 318 members of Abra- 
ham’s household as prefiguring Jesus 


1H’=18) together with the Cross 
T’ = 300). 

2c. x. Yet the passages are 
quoted by Clement of Alexandria, 
Cf. Hefele, Das Sendschreiben, . 5. 
w., Ss. 86 anm. 





ae ee <= wn = —— 0 ear 
- ' 


1.] BARNABAS. 45 





summation of all things at the end of six thousand years | “hap. i. 
from the creation’. 

But yet more than this: the general spirit of the theMosaical 
Epistle of Barnabas is different from that of the Epistle rie aka 
to the Hebrews. In the latter it is shewn that there lies 
a deep meaning for us under the history and the law of 
Israel. The old Covenant was real, though not ‘ faultless,’ 
and its ordinances were ‘patterns of the things in heaven,’ 
though not the heavenly things themselves”. But in the 
former it is assumed throughout that the Law was from 
its first institution misunderstood by the Jews. The first 
covenant was broken by reason of their idolatry, and the 
second became a stumblingblock to them in spite of the 
teaching of the Prophets*®. Fasts, feasts, and sacrifices, 
were required by God only in a spiritual sense“. Even 
circumcision, as they practised it, was not the seal of 
God’s covenant, but rather the work of an evil spirit, who 
induced them to substitute that for the circumcision of 
the heart*, The Jewish Sabbath was not according to | 
God's will: their temple was a delusion*®. Judaism is 


1 Heb. iv., Barn. xv. The Etru- 


tan tradition is so remarkable that it 
deserves to be quoted. ‘An able 
‘writer among them [the Etrurians] 
‘compiled a history: God, he said, 
‘the Maker of all things providen- 
‘tally appointed twelve periods of a 
‘thousand years for the duration of 
‘all His creatures, and distributed 
‘them to the twelve so-called dispen- 
‘ations (olxo:). In the first period 
‘(wWuds) He made the heaven and 
‘the earth. In the second the visible 
‘frmament, and called it heaven. 
‘In the third the sea and all the wa- 
jess in the earth. In the fourth the 
brat lights (pworfpas), the sun and 
moon and the stars. In the fifth 
all living fowls and creeping things 
‘and four-footed beasts in the air and 
oa the earth and in the waters, In 


‘the sixth man. It appears then that 
‘the first six periods passed away 
‘before the formation (&dwXacrs) of 
‘man; and that during the remaining 
‘six the race of man will continue 
‘so that the whole time up to the 
‘consummation of all things extends 
‘to twelve thousand years’ (Suidas, 
s. v. Tuppnrla). The conception of 
the gradual progress of creation in 
each period, so that man is the final 
result of the sixth, is remarkable. A 
trace of the same tradition is pre- 
served by Servius ad Virg. Ecl. ix. 
47- 
2 Hebr. viii. 73 x. 23. 
3 Barn. c. xiv. 

4 Barn. ce. ii., iii. 
BC. 1k 

6 cc. xv., Xvi. 
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made a mere riddle, of which Christianity is the answer. 
It had in itself no value, not even as the slave (ra:dayeo- 
yos) which guards us in infancy from outward dangers, 
till we are placed under the true teacher's care’. Each 
symbolic act is emptied of its real meaning, because it 
is deprived of the sacramental character with which God 
invested it. The worth of the Law, as one great in- 
strument in the education of the world, is disregarded: 
the true idea of revelation, as a gradual manifestation of 
God’s glory, is violated: the harmonious subordination 
of the parts of the divine scheme of redemption is de- 
stroyed. On such principles it is not enough that the 
sum of all future growth should be implicitly contained 
in the seed: that the vital principle which inspires the 
first and the last should be the same: that the identity 
of essence should be indicated by the identity of life: 
but all must be perfect according to some arbitrary and 
stereotyped standard. Against this doctrine, which is 


‘the germ of all heresy, the Holy Scriptures ever consist- 


ently protest, Their catholicity is the constant mark of 
their divine origin; and the undesigned harmony which 
results from every possible combination of their different 
parts is the surest pledge of their absolute truth? 


1 Gal. iii. 24. his peculiarities may be noticed d«e- 
2 The language of Barnabas is pacooivy—dl-yywuos—3diy\wooo: —B- . 
more remarkable for peculiar words w)\oxapdia—Opac’rns—wavaydpryros 
than for coincidences with any parts — (rAdcpa), avarddooecBar — wpo- 
of the New Testament. He has (ava- gavepodoat — ovAA}wrwp—vwepaya- 
cal tew)—évépynua—fworoeiobat in wg. 
common with St Paul; and among 
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EcT. JI. THE RELATION OF THE APOSTOLIC 
FATHERS TO THE CANON OF THE NEW TES- 
TAMENT. 


The testimony of the Apostolic Fathers is not how- 
ver confined to the recognition of the several types of 
-hristianity which are preserved in the Canonical Scrip- 
ures: they confirm the genuineness and authority of 
the books themselves. That they do not appeal to the 
Apostolic writings more frequently and more distinctly 
springs from the very nature of their position. Those 
who had heard the living voice of Apostles were un- 
likely to appeal to their written words. We have an 
instinct which always makes us prefer any personal 
connexion to the more remote relationship of books. 
Thus Papias tells us that he sought to learn from every 
quarter the traditions of those who had conversed with 
the elders, thinking that he should not profit so much 
by the narratives of books as by the living and abiding 
voice of the Lord’s disciples. And still Papias affirmed 
the exact accuracy of the Gospel of St Mark, and quoted 
testimonies (waptuplar) from the Catholic Epistles of 
St Peter and St John’. So again Irenzus in earnest 
language records with what joy he listened to the words 
of Polycarp, when he told of his intercourse with those 
who had seen the Lord; and how those who had been 
ith Christ spoke of His mighty works and teaching. 
\nd still all was according to the Scriptures (wayra 
uypwva tats ypagais); so that the charm lay not in 
1e novelty of the narrative, but in its vital union with 
1e fact”. 

1 See pp. 74 ff. Trenzeus (111. 3. 4) quoted above, p. 


2 Iren. rN ad Flor. ap. Euseb. 38. 
.£. ¥. 20. Compare the passage of | 


47 
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In three instances’ in which it was natural to expect 
a direct allusion to the Epistles of St Paul the references 
are as complete as possible. ‘Take up the Epistle of 
‘the blessed Paul the Apostle,’ is the charge of Clement 
to the Corinthians, ‘ in truth he spiritually charged 
‘you concerning himself and Cephas and Apollos*.....’ 
‘Those who are borne by martyrdom to God,’ Ignatius 
writes to the Ephesians, ‘ pass through your city; ye are 
‘initiated into mysteries (cuppvortac) with St Paul, the 
‘sanctified, the martyred, worthy of all blessing...... who 
‘in every part of his letter (€v waoy éatoroAn) makes 
‘mention of you in Christ Jesus*.’ ‘The blessed and 
‘glorious Paul,’ says Polycarp to the Philippians, ‘...... 
‘wrote letters to you, into which if ye look diligently, 
‘ye will be able to be built up to [the fulness of] the 
‘faith given to you’ 

Elsewhere in the Apostolic Fathers there are clear 
traces of a knowledge of the Epistles of St Paul to the 
Romans, -r and 2 Corinthians, Galatians, Ephesians, 
Philippians, and 1 and 2 Timothy, of the Epistle to the 
Hebrews, of the Epistle of St James, the first Epistle of 
St Peter, and the first Epistle of St John. The allusions 
to the Epistles of St Paul to the Thessalonians, Colos- 
sians, to Titus, and Philemon, and to 2 Peter, are very 
uncertain; and there are, I believe, no coincidences of 
language with the Epistles of Jude, and 2 and 3 John’. 


1 The subject of Ignatius’ letter to 
the Romans explains the ahsence of 
any direct allusion to St Paul’s Epistle. 
| The mention of St Peter and St Paul 
(c. iv.) aeaet is worthy of notice. 
| 2 Clem. c. xlvii. 

i ® Ad Ephes.c. xii. The reference 

in ouppvorar to Eph. v. 32 seems 
clear when we remember the whole 
tenor of Ignatius’ letter. ’E» xdoy éx. 
is not necessarily, I think, ‘in every 








letter,’ but, ‘in every part of his letter.’ 
The passage is not found in the 
Syriac. 

4 Polyc. c. iii. 

5 The following table will be found 
useful and interesting as shewing how 
far each writer makes use of other 
books of the New Testament than 
the Gospels: 

CLEMENT. Romans (c. xxxv.); 1 

Corinthians (c. xlvii.); Ephe- 





THEIR RELATION TO THE CANON. 


L] 


It is true that these incidental references are with one 
exception anonymous. The words of Scripture are in- 
wrought into the texture of the books, and not parcelled 
out into formal quotations. They are not arranged with 
argumentative effect, but used as the natural expression 
of Christian truths. Now this use of the Holy Scriptures 
shews at least that they were even then widely known, 
and therefore guarded by a host of witnesses ; that their 
language was transferred into the common dialect; that 
it was as familiar to those first Christians as to us who use 
it as unconsciously as they did in writing or in conversa- 
tion. Two passages of Clement will sufficiently illus- 
trate the statements which have been made. No one, as 
far as I know, has ever questioned the genuineness of the 
chapters from which they are taken, or doubted the 
reality of the references to Apostolic writings which they 
contain. Clement had referred the Corinthians to St 
Paul’s Epistle’. Not long afterwards he goes on to speak 
of love (@yamn) in the following terms: ‘Love uniteth 
‘(eodA@) us to God: love covereth a multitude of sins 
‘(1 Pet. iv. 8): Jove supporteth (avéyeras not oréyet) all 
‘things (1 Cor. xiii. 7), suffereth long in all things (1 Cor. 
‘xiii. 4): there is nothing vulgar in love, nothing proud: 
‘love hath no divisions (cyiopa), love is not factious, 


sians (c. xlvi.); 1 Timothy? pats (c. ili., xi.); 1 Thessa- 
(c. vil.); Titus? (c. il.); He- onians? (cc. ii., iv.); 2 Thes- 


brews (cc. xvil., xxxvi. &c.); 
James (c. x. &c.). 

IGNaTius. 1 Corinthians (ad £- 
phes.xviii.); Ephesians (ad £- 
phes. xii.); Philippians? (ad 
Philad. viii.) ; tThessalonians? 
(ad Ephes.x.); Philemon? (ad 
Ephes. c. ii. &¢.). 

Porycare. Acts ii. 24 (c.i.); Ro- 
mans (c. vi.); 1 Corinthians 
(c. xi.); 2 Corinthians (cc. ii., 
vi.); Galatians (cc. iii., xii.) ; 


Ephesians? (c. xii.); Philip- | 


Cc. 


salonians? (c. xi.); 1 Timothy 
(c. iv.); 2 Timothy (c. v.); 1 
Peter (cc. i, ii, &c.)3 1 John 
(c. vii.); 2 Peter iii. 15 (c. 
iii.) (?). 

BARNABAS. Eph.? (c. vi.); 1 Timo- 
thy? (c. xii.); 2 Timothy? (c. 
vii.). Cf. Hefele, ss. 230— 
a4o. Cunningham, pp. xciv. ff. 

The Evangelic references are 
examined below, pp. 60 ff. 

1 ¢. xlvii. 
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Chap. &§ | ‘love doeth all things in concord’, The language of 
St Paul is evidently floating before the writer's eyes, and 
yet he deliberately avoids reproducing it. He clothes 
the Pauline thoughts in words of his own, and adds a 
cognate phrase of St Peter. Nothing would have 
been easier, or even more plausible, than to deny the 
reference to 1 Corinthians if it had been established only 
by the coincidences of words. The second passage is no 
less instructive. Clement has occasion to speak of Jesus 
Christ as ‘the High Priest of our offerings: the cham- 
‘pion and helper of our infirmity.’ ‘Through Him,’ 
he says, ‘... the Lord (Seo7rdrns) wished us to taste 
‘immortal knowledge who being the brightness of His 
‘greatness (Hebr. i. 3) is so much greater than angels 
‘as He hath by inheritance obtained a more excellent name 
‘(i. 4); for it is written thus, who maketh his angels 
‘spirits, and his ministers a flame of fire (i. 7). But in 
‘the case of His Son the Lord spake thus, Thou art my 
‘ Son, this day have I begotten Thee (i. 5): ask of me and 
‘I will give thee nations for thine inheritance, and the 
‘utmost parts of the earth for thy possession. And again, 
‘He saith unto Him, Szt on my right hand until I make 
‘thine enemies thy footstool’ (i. 13). Here there are, as 
it will be seen, compressions, omissions, transpositions, 
substitutions, and yet no one could with reason doubt 
that Hebrews i., as we read it, was clearly present to 
the writer's mind’. 

ofPoLycanr, This free adaptation of the apostolic language by 
Clement will enable us to give its true weight to a 
passage in which Polycarp uses the language of 1 John’, 


1 ¢. xlix. The free use made of Christian Fathers generally with 
1 Cor. xii. in c. xxxvii. ought to be great care inc. ii. of Zhe Gospels in 
compared with this reminiscence. the Second Century (Cambridge, 
2 Dr Sanday has examined the 1876). 
character of the quotations in early The strange notion that Poly- 
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‘Every one that doth not confess that $esus Christ hath 
‘come in the flesh ts antichrist ; and whoever does not 
‘confess the testimony of the cross is of the devil.’ The 
agreement with 1 John iv. 3 is complete in the essential 
thoughts, and the form of Polycarp’s sentence appears to 
be based upon 2 John 7°. 

The general style of the writers with whom we are 
dealing goes far to establish the validity of these silent 
and incomplete quotations. For it will be readily ad- 
mitted that if the quotations from the Old Testament in 
the Apostolic Fathers were uniformly explicit and exact, 
this mode of argument would lose much of its force. But 
with the exception of Barnabas it does not appear that 
they have made a single reference by name to any one of 
the books of the Old Testament’; and Barnabas perhaps 
quotes a passage from St Matthew with the technical 
formula ‘as it is written’.’ 
formula ‘It is written,’ or even more frequently ‘ God 


Clement uses the general | 


carp ‘contradicted the statements of 
the fourth Gospel’ when he ‘con- 
tended that Christian festival should 
be celebrated on the 14th Nisan’ 
will be noticed when we speak of 
Clandius Apollinaris. 

1: John iv. 3, wap xvetua & 
époroye “Incovy Xpuordy éy capxi 
drmAvOora, ex rov Geov éoriv> kal 
way wrevpa § wh cporoye Tov "Iyooir 
dx rou Geov ob Eori, cal rovré éorw 
7d Tov dyrixplorov... 2 John 7, of wh 
6poroyourres "Inooty Xpordp épydue- 
vow éy capkl- ourds éoru...6 ayvrl- 
xpirros. Yet it may be observed 
that there is good authority for éA7- 
Av@évas in 1 John iv. 3. The author 
of Supern. Kelig. gives (ii, p. 268) a 
good example of the facility with 
which similar phrases are mixed up 
when he quotes as ‘1 John iv. 3’ the 
mixed reading which is given by & 
only, cal way wrebua Oo ph cuoroyer 


rod Oeot ov« Eorw Kal rovro x.7.X. 
Is this also taken from an apocry- 
phal writing ? 

2 Barn. Ep. c. x.: Aéyet avrois 
[Mwojs] dv r@ Acvrepovouly. Else- 
where Barnabas mentions the writer’s 
name: c. iv. Daniel; c. xii. David, 
Esaias ; C. Vi., X., xii. ALoses. 

3 Barn. iv. Matt. xxii.14. The read- 
ing of Cod. Sinaiticus (ws yéypamrat) 
removes the doubt which naturally 
attached to the Latin Version szcu¢ 
scriptum est, and thus this quotation 
from St Matthew, if indeed it is a 
quotation, is the earliest direct exam- 
ple of the use of a book of the New 

estament as Holy Scripture. 

In the second ‘ Epistle’ of Clement 
there is the same explicitness of refer- 
ence as in Barnabas, c. ili. Zsazas ; 
c. vi. Ezechiel. So likewise a passage 
of St Matthew’s Gospel is called 


: ypagy (c.il.). Thefact isworthnotice. 
Iyoour xipior dy cape! AyAvOdra de On the other hand it is just to add 


E2 


Chap. i. 


tllustrated 

by the guota- 
tions from 

the Old Tese 
tament. 
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Chap. i. 


ip 
plied to the 
Gospels. 


saith,’ or simply ‘ One saith’. The two quotations from 
the Old Testament in Ignatius are simply preceded by 
‘It is written.’ In the Greek text of Polycarp there is 
no mark of quotation at all’; and Clement sometimes 
introduces the language of the Old Testament into his 
argument without any mark of distinction’, Exactness 
of quotation was foreign to the spirit of the writing. 
Nothing has been said hitherto of the coincidences 
between the Apostolic Fathers and the Canonical Gospels. 
From the nature of the case casual coincidences of lan- 
guage cannot be brought forward in the same manner to 
prove the use of a history as of a letter. The same facts 
and words, especially if they be recent and striking, may 
be preserved in several narratives. References in the sub- 
apostolic age to the discourses or actions of our Lord as 
we find them recorded in the Gospels shew, so far as they 
go, that what the Gospels relate was then held to be true; 
but it does not necessarily follow that they were already 
in use, and were the actual source of the passages in ques- 
tion. On the contrary, the mode in which Clement‘ re- 
fers to our Lord’s teaching, ‘the Lord said,’ not ‘saith,’ 
seems to imply that he was indebted to tradition, and not 
to any written accounts, for words most closely resem- 
bling those which are still found in our Gospels. The 
main testimony of the Apostolic Fathers is therefore to 
the substance, and not to the authenticity of the Gospels. 


that the proverbial form of the saying 
(‘Many are called but few chosen’) 
is such as to admit of the supposition 
that it may have been derived by 
Barnabas from some older book than 
St Matthew. 

1 c. xxvi. (Job) &<., lii. (David), 
cannot be considered exceptions to the 
rule. 

2 The reading of the Latin Version 

inc. xi. stcul Paulus docet seems to be 


less open to suspicion than that in 
C. xil. ef Ats scripturis dictum est (Ps. 
iv. §; Eph. iv. 26), which is at least 
quite alien from Polycarp’s manner. 

®* E.g. cc. xxvii., liv. Soalso Igna- 
tius ad 77rall. viii. : 

* cc. xiii., xlvi. (efrev), compared 
with Acts xx. 35. ‘The past tense in 
Ignat. ad Smyr. iii. appears to be of a 
different kind, 
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And in this respect they have an important work to do. 
They witness that the great outlines of the life and 
teaching of our Lord were familiarly known to all from 
the first: they prove that Christianity rests truly on a 
historic basis. 


The ‘ Gospel’ which the Fathers announce includes | 


all the articles of the ancient Creeds’. Christ, we read, 
our God, the Word, the Lord and Creator of the World, 
who was with the Father before time began’, humbled 
Himself, and came down from heaven, and was mani- 
fested in the flesh, and was born of the Virgin Mary, of 
the race of David according to the flesh; and a star of 
exceeding brightness appeared at His birth®. After- 
wards He was baptized by John, fo fulfil all righteous- 
ness; and then, speaking His Father’s message, He invited 
not the righteous, but sinners, to come to Him‘. Perfume 
was poured over His head,an emblem of the immortality 
which He breathed on the Church® At length, under 
Herod and Pontius Pilate He was crucified, and vinegar 
and gall were offered Him to drink® But on the first 
day of the week He rose from the dead, the first-fruits of 
the grave; and many prophets were raised by Him for 
whom they had waited. After His resurrection He ate 
with His disciples, and shewed them that He was not 
an incorporeal spirit’. And He ascended into heaven, 


1 On the use of oral and written ‘ Ign. ad Smyr. i. The words 


Gospels in the first age, compare Gie- 
seler, Ueber die Entstehung u.s.w.ss. 
14989q- Jntroduction to the Study of 
the e Gospels, pp. 154 ff. 

ad Rom. inscr., c. ili.; ad 

Eph inser. ; ad Afagnes. viil.: Barn. 
Ign. ad Magnes. vi. 

"3 Clem. xvi.: Ign. ad Magnes. vii. 
Barn. xii.: Ign. ad Smyr. ies ad 
Trall, ix.; ad Ephes. xix.: Ign. ad 
Ephes. xx.; id. xix. (of especial in- 
terest). 


which are parallel with St Matthew, 
wa wAnpwOn waoa Sixatoouvn ur’ av- 
Tov, appear to have been wanting in 
the Ebionite Gospel: Hieron. adv. 
Pelag. ili. 2. Ad Rom, viii.: Barn. 
v. 

5 Eph. xvii. the words éwl ris 
xepadys connect the reference with | 
Matt. xxvi. 7 (true reading). 
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6 Ign. ad Magnes.xi.; ad Trall, ix.; | 
ad Smyr.i.: Barn. vii. 
7 Barn. xv.: Ign. ad Magnes. ix. 
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and sat down on the right hand of the Father, and 
thence He shall come to judge the quick and the 
dead’. 

Such, in their own words, is the testimony of the . 
earliest Fathers to the life of the Saviour. Round these 
facts their doctrines are grouped; on the truth of the 
Incarnation and the Passion and the Resurrection of 
Christ their hopes were grounded*. 

If the extent of the evidence of the Apostolic Fathers 
to the books of the New Testament is exactly what might 
be expected from men who had seen the Apostles, who 
had heard them, and who had treasured up their writings 
as the genuine records of their teaching, the character of 
their evidence is equally in accordance with their peculiar 
position. It will be readily seen that we cannot expect 


Clem. xxiv.: Polyc. ii.: Ign. ad J/ag- POLYCARP. 

nes. ix.; ad Smyr. iii. c. ii, Matt. vil. 13 vi 143 Ve 73 
1 Barn. xv.: Polyc. ii.: Barn. vii.: Luke vi. 38, 40. Matt. v. 

Polyc. 11. Barnabas (/. ¢.) appears at 10. 

first sight to place the Ascension also c. vil. Matt. vi. 135 xxvi. 41; 

ona Sunday; but it is more likely that Mark xiv. 38. 

he regarded the Manifestation and c.v. Cf. Matt. xx. 28. 

Ascension of the Risen Christ as sim- c. vi. Cf. Matt. vi. 12, 14. 


ply additional moments in the story of 
the Resurrection. 

There are also numerous references 
to discourses of our Lord which are 
recorded in the gospels: 

CLEMENT. 

c. xiii. Comp. Matt. v. 73 vi. 14; 
vii. 2, 12, and parallels. 

c. xlvi. Comp. Matt. xxvi. 24 
and parallels. 


IGNATIUS. 
ad Epk.v. Matt. xviii. 19. 
td. vi. Matt. x. 40. 


ad Trall. xi. Matt. xv. 13. 
ad Kom. vii. Cf. John xvi. re. 
td. Cf. John iv. 14; vii. 38. 
ad. Cf. John vi. §1. 

ad Philad, vii. Cf. John iii. 8. 
ad Smyrn. vi. Matt. xix. 12. 
ad Polyc.i. Matt. vill. 17. 

td. ii, Matt. x. 16. 


BARNABAS. 
c.iv. Matt. xxii. 14. 
c.v. Matt. ix. 13. 
These parallels together with sup- 
ety references to sayings of the 
rd not contained in the Canonical 
Gospels are examined in a Note at 
the end of the Chapter: pp. 60 ff. 
Compare Introd. to the Study of 
the Gospels, App. C. Gieseler, Ueber 
adie Entstehung der schrift. Ev. ss. 


147 ff. 

2 Cf. Ign. ad Philad. viii. It is very 
worthy of notice that there are no re- 
ferences to the miracles of our Lord in 
the Apostolic Fathers. All miracles 
are implicitly included in the Incar- 
nation and Resurrection of Christ. 
Compare Note at the end of the 
Chapter. 
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to find in the first age the New Testament quoted as| Chapi 
authoritative in the same manner as the Old Testament. 
There could not indeed be any occasion for an appeal to (1) the cir 
_ the testimony of the Gospels when the history of the faith | 27 tae time, 
was still within the memory of many; and most of the 
Epistles were of little use in controversy, for the earliest 
heretics denied the Apostleship of St Paul. The Old 
Testament, on the contrary, was common ground; and | 
the ancient system of biblical interpretation furnished ° 
the Christian with ready arms. When these failed it 
was enough for him to appeal to the Death and Resur- 
rection of Christ, which were at once the sum and the 
proof of his faith. ‘I have heard some say,’ Ignatius 
writes, ‘ Unless I find in the ancients [the writers of the 
‘Old Testament] I believe not in the Gospel, and when I 
‘said to them /¢ zs written [in the Prophets that Christ 
‘should suffer and rise again], they replied [That must be 
‘proved ;| the*question lies before us. But to me,’ he 
adds, ‘ Jesus Christ is [the substance of all] records; my 
‘inviolable records are His Cross and Death and Resur- 
‘rection, and the Faith through Him" 
It cannot however be denied that the idea of the (2) the gra- 
Inspiration of the New Testament, in the sense in which | “on of the 
itis maintained now, was the growth of time. When authority of 


St Paul spoke® of the Holy Scriptures of the Old Testa- | ament with 
ment as able to make wise unto salvation through faith | Testament, 
whch is in Christ Fesus, he expressed what was the 


practical belief of the first century of the Christian 






9 'Ad Philad. viii. The passage riOédvrar. Resp. VII. 533 B, etc. If 

Bis beset with many difficulties, but in place of é» rots dpyalocs we read 

' the translation which I have ven- é» rois dpyelois according to Voss’ 
twed to give seems to remove many conjecture the sense would be un- 
of them. ImIpoxeto@a: is continually changed. The sudden burst of feel- 
med of a question in debate: Plat. ing (¢uol dé «.7.X.) is characteristic of 
Exthyd. 279 D, xarayédacroy Sixou Ignatius. 

é wddkas wpbxecra revro.xd\w xpo- * 2 Tim. iii. 15. 
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Church. The Old Testament was for two or three gene- 
rations a complete Bible both doctrinally and historically 
when interpreted in the light of the Gospel. Many of 
the most farsighted teachers, we may believe, prepared 
the way for the formation of a collection of Apostolic 
Writings co-ordinate with the writings of the Prophets, 
but the result to which they looked forward was achiev- 
ed gradually, even as the Old Testament itself was 
formed by slow degrees’. Distance is a necessary con- 
dition if we are to estimate rightly any object of vast 
proportions. The history of any period will furnish 
illustrations of this truth; and the teaching of God 
through man appears to be always subject to the com- 
mon laws of human life and thought. If it be true 
that a prophet is not received in his own country, it is 
equally true that he is not received in his own age. 
The sense of his power is vague even when it is deep- 
est. Years must elapse before we can feel that the 
words of one who talked with men were indded the 
words of God. 

The successors of the Apostles did not, we admit, 
recognise that the written histories of the Lord and the 
scattered epistles of His first disciples would form a 
sure and sufficient source and test of doctrine when the 
current tradition had grown indistinct or corrupt. Con- 
scious of a life in the Christian body, and realising the 
power of its Head, in a way impossible now, they did 
not feel that the Apostles were providentially charged 
to express once for all in their writings the essential 
forms of Christianity, even as the Prophets had fore-. 
shadowed them. The position which they held did not 
command that comprehensive view of the nature and 


1 Comp. Zhe Bible in the Church, Ap. A. 
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fortunes of the Christian Church by which the idea is 
suggested and confirmed. But they had certainly an 
indistinct perception that their work was essentially 
different from that of their predecessors. They declined 
to perpetuate their title, though they may have retained 
their office. They attributed to them power and wisdom ; 
to which they themselves made no claim. Without 
having any exact sense of the completeness of the 
Christian Scriptures, they still drew a line between them 
and their own writings. As if by some providential 
instinct, each one of those teachers who stood nearest to 
the writers of the New Testament contrasted his writings 
with theirs, and definitely placed himself on a lower 
level. The fact is most significant ; for it shews in what 
way the formation of the Canon was an act of the intui- 
tion of the Church, derived from no reasoning, but real- 
ised in the course of its natural growth as one of the 
first results of its self-consciousness. 

Clement, the earliest of the Fathers, does not even 
write in his own name to the Church of Corinth, but 
simply as the representative of the Church of Rome. 
He lays aside the individual authority of an Apostle, 
and the Epistle was well named in the next age that of 
the Romans to the Corinthians’. He apologizes in some 
measure for the tone of reproof which he himself uses, 
and at the same time refers his readers to the Epistle of 
the blessed Paul, who wrote to them ‘spiritually, and 
certainly with the fullest consciousness of absolute and 
unsparing authority. 


1 Clem. Alex. St. v. 12. § 81. ‘give, beloved, not only admonishing 
Elsewhere however it is quoted in ‘you, but putting ourselves also in 
the same work as the Epistle of ‘mind [of our duty]; for we are in 
Clement, Sér. 1. 7. § 383 VI. 2 §65; ‘the same arena (év ry al7t@ oxap- 
and even of Clement "the Apostle; wari), and the same conflict is laid 
Str, IV. 17. § 107. ‘upon us [as upon you].’ 

3¢. vii. ‘These injunctions we o. xlvii. ‘Take as the Epistle of | 

[ 


58 


Chap. i. 





THE AGE OF THE APOSTOLIC FATHERS. [Part 





Polycarp, in like manner, who had listened to the 
words of the loved disciple, still says afterwards that ‘nei- 
‘ther he nor any like him is able to attain fully to (xataxo- 
‘AovOjcat) the wisdom of the blessed and glorious 
‘Paul*’ 

Ignatius, who, if we receive the testimony of the 
writings attributed to him, seems very little likely to 
have disparaged the power of his office, still twice dis- 
claims in memorable words the idea that he wished to 
impose his commands like Peter and Paul: they were 
‘Apostles, while I,’ he adds, ‘am a condemned man’ 
(xaTaxptTos’). 

Barnabas again twice reminds his readers that he 
speaks as one of them, not as a teacher, but as a member 
of Christ’s Church’. 

One passage of the Ignatian Epistles still remains to 
be noticed. In this there appears to be an indication 
that when they were written there was a recognised 
collection of Christian books. Ignatius speaks of himself 
as ‘having fled to the Gospel as to the flesh of Jesus, and 
‘to the Apostles as to the presbytery of the Church. Yea, 
he continues, ‘and let us love the prophets also, because 
‘they also preached unto the Gospel*”’ The juxtaposi- 
tion of prophets (i.e. the prophetic writings of the Old 
Testament) with the Gospel and the Apostles is harsh 
and unnatural unless thesealsoare represented by writings. 


‘the blessed Paul the Apostle. What 
‘did he wnite first to you at the be- 
‘ginning of the Gospel? In very 
‘truth he gave you spiritual injunc- 
‘tions about Rimself and Cephas and 


orodo, éyw xaraxpcros’ éxeiyos édev- 


Bepot, eye 82 néxpe wuy Bovrdos. “AAN 
day rdOw awedevOepos ‘Incod, cal ava- 
ornoopas ev alr@ édevOepos. Cf. ad 
Trall. c. iii. [Eph. xii.) The word 
was doubtless suggested by his actual 
condition, but it must have a spiri- 
tual meaning too. 

3c. i: ody ws Siddoxados GAN’ ws 
els €E undy. Cf. cc. iv. 

4 Ad Philad. c Ve 
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\nd in the conception of Ignatius the Epistles would 
epresent the teaching of the Apostles just as the Gospel 
epresented the historic, human, Presence of Jesus (not 
christ). But at the same time it will be observed that 
the writer uses the word ‘Gospel’ and not ‘Gospels.’ 
The substance of the records was as yet considered in 
its unity and not in its variety. 

It would be easy to say much more on the Apostolic 
Fathers, but enough perhaps has been said already to 
shew the value of their writings as a commentary on the 
Apostolic age’. They illustrate alike the language and 
the doctrines of the New Testament. They prove that 
Christianity was Catholic from the very first, uniting a 
variety of forms in one faith, They shew that the great 
facts of the Gospel-narrative and the substance of the 
Apostolic letters formed the basis and moulded the ex- 
pression of the common creed. They recognise the 
fitness of a Canon, and indicate the limits within which 
itmust be fixed. And their evidence is the more import- 
ant when it is remembered that they speak to us from 
lour great centres of the ancient Church—from Antioch 
ind Alexandria, from Ephesus and Rome. One Church 
tlone is silent. The Christians of Jerusalem contribute 
xothing to this written portraiture of the age. The 
xculiarities of their belief were borrowed from a con- 
rentional system destined to pass away, and did not 
mbody the permanent characteristics of any particular 
ype of Apostolic doctrine. The Jewish Church at 
‘ella was an accommodation, if we may use the word, 
nd not a form of Christianity. How far its principles 


1 It is perhaps the commentary of ‘Keim aller méglichen Wissenschaf- 
childlike age; but Mohler has ad- ‘ten schon enthalten.’ (aérol. 
ably said ‘auch in den geistigen 51.) 

leusserungen des Kindes ist der 
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influenced the Church of the next age will be seen 
in the following Chaper’. 


1 Papias perhaps might have been from the presbyter John must how- 
noticed in this Chapter, but I believe ever be considered as drawn from the 
that he belongs properly to the next Apostolic age. It will be convenient 
generation. ‘The testimony to the to notice this when speaking of Pa- 
Gospel of St Mark which he quotes pias (c. ii. § 1). ; 


NOTE TO PAGE §4. 
ON THE EVANGELIC WorRDS CONTAINED IN THE APOSTOLIC FATHERS. 


It has been said (p. 52), that the evangelic words and facts referred to in 
the Apostolic Fathers may have been derived from oral tradition, like the 
corresponding references in the Apostolic Epistles. The student will be 
able to draw his own conclusion as to the source from which the evangelic 
words were derived if the evidence is briefly placed before him. The 
references to the words of the Lord are : 


i. (a) CLEMENT, c. xiii. peuynudvoe tov A6ywv rol Kuplou "Incod obs 
€AdAnoey Sddoxwy ércelxecay kal paxpoOuulay’ ovrws yap elrev: 

éXeare Wa éXenOijre. 

adiere a dgeOy tyuiv. 

ws roretre, oUTW wroinOhoerat vpir. 

ws dore, ovrws SoOhoerar vuiv. 

ws xplvere, ovrws xpiOhoeras Uucy. 

ws xpnoreverOe, ouTws xpnorevOtoeras piv. 

@ pérpy perpetre, év alr perpnOhoeras vuiv. 

Now if this passage be compared with the parallels in St Matthew 
(v. 73 vi. 143 vil. 2, 12) and St Luke (vi. 31, 36, 37, 38; iv. 38), it will, 
I think, be felt that the markedly symmetrical form of Clement’s version 
indicates a free and yet deliberate handling of the contents of the Gospels. 
It is in style later than our Gospels, whether it was shaped by Clement or 
at an earlier time. The use of xpyords, xpnorevouat is interesting because 
the word xpnorés occurs in combination with olxrippwy in Just. Ap. i. 15; 
Dial. 96. See below, chap. ii. : 

(8) CLEMENT, c. xlvi. ponoOfre TSv NOywr 'Tncou rou Kuplov hyudr’ elrer 
ydp" oval rm dvOpwxy éxelvy’ xaddy qv alte el ovx EyerhOn, Ff lva Tav 
éxXexrv pou cxaydaNlcat’ Kpeirroy aw alr wepireOfvat widow Kal Karamrop- 
ric Ofvas els Thy Oddaccay, F &va Taw pLKpuw pou oxaydaNloat. 

The parallels are Matt. xxvi. 24; Mark xiv. 21, and Matt. xviii. 6, 7; 
Mark ix. 42; Luke xvii. 1, 2. The words may be a recollection of our 
Gospels. Comp. Lightfoot, /.¢. 

But it has been argued that the words in c. xiii. (and the same applies 
to xlvi.) are introduced ‘with a remark implying a well-known record... 
and in a way suggesting careful and precise quotation of the very words’ 
(Supern. Rel. i. 230f.). Clement’s words are (as we have seen), ‘remem- 
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bering the words of the Lord Jesus which He spake...for thus He said...’ | Chap.i. 

(neprnudvac tay ASywr rod Kuplov ‘Incov...ctrws yap elxev). Now the —o 

corresponding words in the passage of the Acts, xx. 3s, are ‘ you ought...to 

temember the words of the Lord Jesus that He Himself said’ (87... u»nuo- 
rebar raw ASyww Tou Kuplou ‘Inoov or: adrds elev), and I can see no reason 
| for referring the quotation assigned to St Paul in this latter passage to any 

‘well-known record.’ Moreover in the context of Clement the contrast 
between the ‘ words of the Lord Jesus’ and ‘that which is written’ (1 Sam. 
i. 10; Jerem. ix. 23, 24), appears to be marked; and both are included in 
the phrase ‘the command and the injunctions,’ which follows. Some 
difficulty has been felt as to the source of the reference in c. xliv, kal ol ' 
trigrokos cr Eyvwoar 84 rou Kuplou yydv "Inoot Xpiorod, ore Epis Eorac 
dzi roy dvbparos ris extoxowys. Yet the words seem to be a very natural 
deduction from such sayings of the Lord as are preserved in Matt. xxiii. 8 ff.; 
m 20ff. Perhaps they point to the origin of the traditional saying in , 
Justin Dial. 35. See below. 

(y) In c. xv. Clement quotes a p from Isaiah (xxix. 13) in a 
form different from that of the 1.xx. and like that in which it is found in 
& Mark vii. 6 (comp. Matt. xv. 8) with the single difference of dreorw for 
srlya, The passage is just one of those general statements which easily 
become moulded orally into a traditional form, and it appears to be quite 

ient to shew that Clement was dependent for it on the text of St 








i. IGNATIUS. (a) The one saying directly attributed to the Lord in | ii. Ienattws. 

Ignatian Epistles occurs in ad Smyrn. iii. dre wpds rods wept Térpov 
Me on abrois’ AdBere, Ynr\adryoaré pe, xal (Sere ore ovw elu deaudrcov 
Svsarew, This saying, which was found in part in the Doctrine of Peter, 
tid the Nazarean Gospel (comp. Introd. to the Study of the Gospels, App. 
C 16), is in all probability a traditional (and later) form of the words 
eorded in Luke xxiv. 39 iS 

(8) There are several coincidences with Evangelic words which deserve 
to be mentioned : 

ed Eph. v. || Matt. xviii. 19. 

id. vi. ] Matt. x. 40 (a general correspondence in sense). 

ed Trall, xi. ovros yap ok elos purela warpés || Matt. xv. 13, réoa 
Orda Ww ovx éptrevoer & warhp pov... 

{ad:Rom. vi. || Matt. xvi. 26 (an interpolation)]. 

ed Rom. vii. 6 dpxwy rot aldvos rovrov Siaprdoa me Bovdera. CF. 


Xvi, TI. 
it. tdwp fav... Cf. John iv. 14; vii. 38. 
i. dprow Oeov...03 dort capt ‘Incov Xporov. Cf. John vi. 51. It is, 
Ithink, quite impossible to understand the Ignatian passage without pre- 
sapposing a knowledge of the discourse recorded by St John. 
ad Philad. vii. 1d wvetpa...oldev...rd0ev Epxerar xal wot urdye Kal rd 


 merre Chéyxe:. Cf. John iii. 8 (an apparent use of familiar words in a 
diferent connexion). 


11 am at a loss to understand how any throughout is between the natural knowledge 
ge who looks at the connexion inad Philad. (xara capaa)of Ignatius and the divine Spirit | 
WL can sx that in the words ‘The by which he was moved. Eopeyad es Te 
* Seri i saying thus: Without the émoxéry xpoodxere....udprug 5¢ por vg 
: do nothing, &c.” we have ‘an apo- S¢8euat dre dird capnds dvOpwmivns oun éyva™ 
: writing quoted as Holy Scripture” ri 8@ avevua tanpvocey Adywy rade" xwpis 

Ra. p. 278). The contrast rov éricadmov undéy woreire «.7.A, 
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ili, Pory- 
CARP, 


iv. BARNA- 
BAS. 


. (c, xii.) 


ad Smyrn. vi. 6 xwpav xwpelru. || Matt. xix. 12, 0 Surduevos ywpety 
xwperw. 

ad Polyc. i. wévruw tas vdcous Bdorage || Matt. viii. 17, adrds...rds 
vooous éBdoracev. 

id. ii. pbviuos ylvou ws Sdxs év dracw Kal dxépacos ws 7 reptorepd || 
Matt. x. 16, ylveoGe ppdvipor ws ol Bers Kal dxépacos ws al weporepal. 


iii. (a) POLYCARP, c. ii. pynuovebovres wy elxey b Kipcos dcddoxur 
ph xplvere Wwa ph xpcOijre. 

ddlere xal dpeOjoerac Upir. 

€Xeetre Wa enenOyre. 

@ pérpy perpetre, dvrimerpnOycerat tyiv. 

kal Sre paxdpios ol wrarxol cal ol Scwxbuevor Evexev Sixacogivns, Sri avruwy 


‘| ory 7 Bactdela Tot Peov. 


The parallels in our Gospels are Matt. vii. 1; vi. 14 (Luke vi. 37); v.73 
Luke vi. 38 (Matt. vii. 2); Luke vi. 20 (Matt. v. 3); Matt. v. ro. The 
last clauses are evidently compressed in quotation from whatever source 
they may have been derived. e first clauses have points of resemblance 
with Clement’s eee (see p. 60), and more especially the introductory 
clause, so that Polycarp’s words are probably influenced by Clement’s. 
But at any rate the differences in order and p ology in Clement’s and 
Polycarp’s quotations, shew conclusively that they were not derived from 
any one record different from our Gospels. 

c. vii. alrovuevos Toy wavyrerorrny Gedy ph eloeveyxeiy nuas els weipac mor, 
xaduws elev 6 xipios' 7d pev wvevpa xpdOupor 1 bt capt daderys || Matt. vi. 
133 xxvi. 41; Mark xiv. 38. 

(8) Two coincidences of language may be noticed : 

C. Vv. Kard Thy dd70eay rov xuplou ds éyévero Sidxovos rdyrwy. Comp. 
Matt. xx. 28; Mark ix. 35. 

c. vi. el ody 5edpn60a Tob Kuplou Wa nuiy dog, dpeldoner cal mucts ddrévat. 
Comp. Matt. vi. 12, 14; Luke xi. 4. 

There are no supposed allusions to apocryphal writings in Polycarp. 


iv. BARNABAS, Cc. iv. wpogéxwpey unmwore ws yéyparrat rodXol Kdrrot 
OAlyou 5¢ exANexTol evpeOwper. || Matt. xxii. 14. It is possible that this 
proverbial phrase introduced by the form of scriptural quotation ‘it is 
written’ may have been referred by the writer (rightly or wrongly) to some 
scripture of the Old Testament. 

The question as to its source is beset by much difficulty. Dr Sanday, 
f.c. 71 ff., and Mr Cunningham, /.¢. Ixxxvi. f., both incline to refer the 
quotation to St Matthew. 

c. v. rods ldlous dwoorddous...cfedétaro dvras urép wacay duaprlay 
dyopwrépous, Wa deity Ort ovK FADE Kadéoas Bxalovs dAAd auaprwdous. || Matt. 
ix. 13; Mark ii. 17 (els werdyocay is an addition in the texts of the Gospels 
and of Barnabas). 

Other parallels have been noticed: c. iv. (Matt. xxv. 5 ff.); c. v. (Matt. 
xxvi. 31). Comp. Hefele, s. 233. The clause (Luke vi. 30) in c. xix. is 
probably an interpolation; and it seems most likely that the reference to 
the Lrazen serpent as a type of Christ was derived directly from the Old 
Testament, or at least not from John iii. 

BARNABAS has been supposed to refer to two sayings of our Lord 
which are not found in our Gospels. 

(a) c.iv. Sicut dicit filius Dei: Resistamus omni iniquitati et odio 
habeamus eam. 

So the words stood in the Latin version; but the Greek text of 8 reads 
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ws xpéwee viois Geot, so that there can be no doubt that the first clause is a 
corruption of sicut deet fitos Dei. The quotation therefore disappears 

Reuss still refers to the verse as an apocryphal saying of Christ 
(Hist. du Canon, 26 n.). 

(8) c. Vii. oUrw, dal, ol Oddorrés pe l3eiv kal dyacOal pou 773s Bacidelas 
bpelKova: OUBéevres xal raddvres AaBelv pe. 

These words appear to be a free reminiscence of the saying contained in 
Matt. xvi. 24, compared with Acts xiv. 22. No trace of them, as far as I 
know, occurs elsewhere. 

In the passage, c. vi. Aéyes xiptos [80d rortiow 7a Ecxata os Th epwra, 
the context, no less than the phrase Aéyer xvptos, shews that the reference is 
to some passage of the Old Testament: ¢.g. Ezek. xxxvi. 11. 

An examination of these passages will confirm what has been said 
generally, pp. 51 f. The result may be briefly summed up in the following 

itions : 

1. No Evangelic reference in the Apostolic Fathers can be referred 
certainly to a written record. 

2. It appears most probable from the form of the quotations that they 
were derived from oral tradition. 

3- No quotation contains any element which is not substantially pre- 
served in our Gospels. 

4- When the text given differs from the text of our Gospels, it repre- 
sents a later form of the Evangelic tradition. 

s. The text of St Matthew corresponds more nearly than the other 
synoptic texts with the quotations and references as a whole. 
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CHAPTER IL. 


THE AGE OF THE GREEK APOLOGISTS. 


A.D, 120—170. 


Ov cwwr7ys pdvov 7d Epyor, AANA meyéBous eoriy 6 Xpicriancpds. 

: IGNATIUS. 
HE writings of the Apostolic age were all moulded 
in the same form, and derived from the same rela- 
tion of Christian life. As they represented the mutual 
intercourse of believers, so they rested on the foundation 
of a common rule and shewed the peculiarities of a 
common dialect. The literature of the next age was 
widely different both in scope and character’. It in- 
cluded almost every form of prose composition—letters, 
chronicles, essays, apologies, visions, tales—and answer- 
ed to the manifold bearings of Christianity on the 
world*, The Church had then to maintain its ground 
amid systematic persecution, organized heresies, and 
philosophic controversy. The name of the Christian 
had already become a by-word’; and it was evident 
that they were free alike from Jewish superstition and 
Gentile polytheism‘: they were no longer sheltered by 
the old title of Jews, and it became needful that they 


1 Cf. Mohler, ss. 179 ff. 4 Ep. ad Diogn. i.: opd...vrep- 


2 It is probable that some of the 
Christian parts of the Sibylline Ora- 
cles (Libb. vi., v1.) also fall within 
this period. Cf. Friedlieb, Oracula 
Stbyllina, Einleit. ss. 1xxi., lil. 

Very little is known of the pro- 
phecies of Hystaspes. Cf. I.iicke, 
Comm. ut. d. Schriften des Ev. Jo- 
hannes, 1V. 1. 88. 45 f. 

3 Just. Mart. 4p. 1. 4. (p. 10, n. 4. 
Otto.) 


eomovéaxéra ce Thy OeocéBaay rar 
Xpicriavdy padelv...rin, re ew we- 
wovdres, kal wus Opnoxevovres...o0re 
Tovs voutsouévous urd raw ‘EA\jvwy 
Beods oylfovra:, obre thy ‘lovdalwy 
Secocdacpovlay Purdooouct... The whole 
passage is very interesting as shew- 
ing how the object and form of Chris- 
tian worship, and the character of 
the Christian life, would strike a 
thoughtful man at the time. 
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should give an account of the faith for which they sought 
protection. The Apostolic tradition was insufficient to 
silence or condemn false teachers who had been trained 
in the schools of Athens or Alexandria; but now that 
tuth was left to men it was upheld by wisdom. New 
champions were raised up to mect the emergency; and 
some of these did not scruple to maintain the doctrines 
of Christianity in the garb of philosophers. 

But although the entire literature of the age was thus 
varied, the fragments of it which are left scarcely do 
more than witness to its extent, The letter to Diogne- 
tus, the Clementine homilies, the Testaments of the 
twelve Patriarchs, and some of the writings of Justin, 
alone survive in their original form. In addition to 
‘ these there are two Latin translations of the Shepherd 
of Hermas as well as a large fragment of the original 
Greek, a Syriac translation of the Apology of Melito, 
and a series of precious quotations from lost books, 
preserved chiefly by the industry of Eusebius’. The 
Exposition of Papias, the Treatises of Justin and 
Agrippa Castor against Heresies, the numcrous works 
of Melito with the exception of the Apology, the Chro- 
nicles of Hegesippus, have perished, and with them the 
most natural and direct sources of information on the 
history of this period of the Church. 

It does not however seem to have been a mere acci- 
dent which preserved the writings of Justin. As the 
Apologists were the truest representatives of the age, so 
was he in many respects the best type of the natural 
Character of the Greek Apologist. For him philosophy 
-Was truth, reason a spiritual power, Christianity the 
'falness of both. The Apostolic Fathers exhibit their 
faith in its inherent energy; their successors shew in 


1 Collected by Routh, Religuie Sacra (Ed. 2, Oxon. 1846). 
Cc. 
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what way it was the satisfaction of the deepest wants of 
humanity—the sum of all ‘knowledge ;’ it was reserved 
for the Latin Apologists to apprehend its independent 
claims, and establish its right to supplant, as well as 
to fulfil what was partial and vague in earlier systems. 
The time was not ripe for this when Justin wrote, for 
there is a natural order in the development of truth. As 
Christianity was shewn to be the true completion of 
Judaism before the Church was divided from the syna- 
gogue ; so it was well that it should be clearly set forth 
as the centre to which old philosophies converged before 
it was declared to supersede them. In each case the 
fulfilment and interpretation of the old was the ground- 
work and beginning of the new. The pledge of the 
future lay in the satisfaction of the past. 

This then was one great work of the time, that Apo- 
logists should proclaim Christianity to be the Divine 
answer to the questionings of Heathendom, as well as 
the antitype to the Law, and the hope of the Prophets. 
To a great extent the task was independent of the 
direct use of Scripture. Those who discharged it had to 
deal with the thoughts, and not with the words of the 
Apostles—with the facts, and not with the records of 
Christ’s life. Even the later Apologists abstained from 
quoting Scripture in their addresses to heathen ; and the 
practice was still more alien from the object and posi- 
tion of the earliest’. The arguments of philosophy and 
history were brought forward first, that men might be 
gradually familiarized to the light ; the use of Scripture 
was for a while deferred (dtlate paulisper divine lectio- 
nes), that they might not be blinded by the sudden sight 


| of its unclouded glory’. 


1 Justin's use of the prophecies of the rule; but this will be noticed in § 7. 
Old Testament is no exception tothe *? Lactant. Jastit. v. 4. 
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The recognition of Christianity as a revelation which 
had not only a general, but also in some sense a special 
message for the heathen was co-ordinate with its final 
separation from the Mosaic ritual’. This separation was 
the second great work of the period. It is difficult to 
trace the progress of its consummation, though the 
result was the firm establishment of the Catholic Church. 
But by the immediate reaction which accompanied it 
one type of Apostolic Christianity was brought out with 
great clearness, without which the circle of its secondary 
developments would have been incomplete. The old 
party of the Circumcision once again rose up to check 
the revolution which was on the eve of accomplishment. 
Yet the conflict which was then carried on was not the 
repetition, but the sequel of that of the Apostolic age’. 
The great crisis out of which it sprang impressed it with 
a peculiar character. The Christians of Jerusalem had 
clung to their ancient law, till their national hopes 
seemed to be crushed for ever by the building of Elia, 
and the establishment of a Gentile Church within the 
Holy City. Then at length men saw that they were 


The freedom of Gentile con- 


} Just. Mart. Ap. 1. 46: Ol werd = 2 


Bidoarvres Xproriavol elor xav 
Bec: evoulasOnoar, oloy év“ENAno: pev 
Zweparns nal ‘Hpdxderros xal ol 
Spococ alrois, dy BapBdpas S¢ AB pa- 
dp...Cf. Ap, Il. 13. 

2 Some modern writers have con- 
founded together the different steps 
by which the distinctions of Jew and 
Gentile were removed in the Chris- 
tian Church. Since it is of great im- 

ce to a right understanding of 
the early history of Christianity that 
they should be clearly distinguished, 
it may not be amiss to mention them 
here 


1. The admission of Gentiles (in 
the first instance edceBeis) to the 
Christian Church. Acts x., Xi. 


verts from the Ceremonial Law. 
Acts xv. 

3- The indifference of the Cere- 
monial Law for Jewish converts. 
Gal. ii. 14—16; Acts xxi. 20—26. 

4- The incompatibility of Juda- 
ism with Christianity. 

The first three—that is the essen- 
tial—principles are recognized in 
Scripture; the last, which intro- 
duces no new element, is evolved in 
the history of the Church. This is 
an instance of the true ‘Develop- 
ment,’ which organizes, but does not 
create. 

The first three stages are fully 
discussed by Bp Lightfoot, Gala- 
titans, Essay iii. pp. 276 ff. 





separation of 
ristianity 


Srom Fuda- 


ss. 


A veaction. 





a 


I 
, 


Jw Jcaumends of the Twelve Patri. 





a... a = ; 


~YV5 4GE OF THE GREEK APOLOGISTS. 


[PART 








aiteady in the new age—the world to come: they saw that 
tc axcuvm of heaven, as distinguished from the typical 
‘caxcem of Israel, was now set up; and it seemed 
witat che Gospel of St Paul was to be the common law 
co its citizens. Under the pressure of these circum- 
stuiwes tie Judaizing party naturally made a last effort 
su revain their original power. It was only possible to 
maintain what had ceased to be national by asserting 
tituc it was universal. The discussions of the first age 
were thus reproduced in form, but they had a wider 
Rainy, The struggle was not for independence but 
oi Jominion. The Gentile Christians no longer claimed 
~anciautee, but supremacy. They had been established 
vit ait cquality with the Jewish Church ; but now, when 
‘itew were on the point of becoming paramount, the 
yritt which had opposed St Paul was roused to its 
QEReIERE SCKLVICY. 

Aoact from heretical writings the effect of this move- 
inn, tmay be traced under various forms in the contem- 
rice w ftterature. The orthodox members of the He- 
Rew Churches were not uninfluenced by the general 
rwtteantt which agitated the body to which they be- 
wig ‘They were impelled to write, and their activity 
ar a characteristic direction. As the Apologists re- 
seer the Greek element in the Church, so the Jewish 
w wyrxvennted by the chroniclers Papias and Hegesippus. 
kA teenteney to that which is purely rational and ideal 
x thax contrasted with that towards the sensuous and 
ae anal 

Use axte respect however Christian literature still pre- 


. tye Cisewdiaes stand in a pe- 
gata Weattert as the embodiment of 
‘aitvadert uater han popular opi- 
way aat wots pethaps due to this 
tava Vat Uhev Dave been preserved. 


archs are in the main orthodox in 
doctrine, and recognise the authority 
of St Paul, while they contain at the 
same time a very remarkable esti- 
mate of the priestly claims of Levi. 
See below,. 
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served the same form as in the Apostolic age. It was| Chap. it 

wholly Greek: the work of the Latin churches was as ee 

yet to be wrought in silence’. It is the more important | vee 

to notice this, because the permanent characteristics of 

the national literatures of Greece and Rome reappear 
with powerful effect in patristic writings. On the one 
side there is universality, freedom, large sympathy, deep 
feeling : on the other there is individuality, system, order, 
logic. The tendency of the one mind is towards truth, 
of the other towards law*. In the end, when the objects 
are the highest truth and the deepest law, they will 
achieve the same results, but the process will be dif- 
ferent. This difference is not without its bearing on the 
history of the New Testament. From their very con- 
stitution Greek writers would be inclined in the first 
instance to witness, not to the Canon of Scripture, but 
to the substance of its teaching. 


The effect of 
thes. 


§ 1. Papias*, 

The first and last names of this period—Papias and 

of Hegesippus—belong to the early Christian chroniclers, i mene 
who have been taken to represent the Judaizing party 
of the time. Papias, a friend of Polycarp, was Bishop of 
Hierapolis in Phrygia‘ in the early part of the second 
century. According to some accounts he was a disciple 
of the Apostle St John’; but Eusebius, who was ac- 


1 Of the Greck literature of the ject of exhaustive articles by Bp 
Italian Churches we shall speak here- Lightfoot: Contemporary Review, 
after. Aug. 1867; Aug. Oct. 1875. 

2 As a familiar instance of these ‘ This follows from Hieron. de 

characteristic differences we may re- Virr. Jil. 18; Papias...Hierapolita- 
fer to the marked distinction in form nus Episcopus 7” Asia; and also 
and tone between the Nicene Creed from a comparison of Euseb. H. £. 
and the Latin Exposition of the Creed 111. 36, 39, 31. 
QOutcungue vult ; or between the East- 5 This is maintained by Routh, I. 
ern and Western types of the same p. 22, sqq. On the other hand, cf. 
Creed (Nicene Creed, Apostles’ Creed). Davidson, /ntrod. 1. 425, 84q. 

3 Papias has been made the sub- 
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quainted with his writings, affirms that his teacher was 
the Presbyter and not the Apostle ; and the same con- 
clusion appears to follow from his own language’. 

A church was formed at Hierapolis in very early 
times*; and it afterwards became the residence of the 
Apostle Philip and his daughters’, whose tomb was 
shewn there in the third century‘. This fact seems to 
point to some close connection with the churches of 
Judzea; but the city was also remarkable in another 
respect. The Epistle of St Paul to the neighbouring 
church of Colosse proves that even in the Apostolic 
age the characteristic extravagance of the province— 
the home of the Galli and Corybantes—was already 
manifested in the corruption of Christianity; and it is 
not unreasonable to attribute the extreme Chiliasm of 


[Par 


Papias to the same influence’. 


1 Euseb. HY. £. 111. 39. ‘I used 
‘to inquire,’ he says, ‘when I met 
‘any who had been acquainted with 
‘the Elders, of the teaching of the 
‘ Elders—what Andrew or Peter said 
‘(elwev)...or John or Matthew...or 
‘any other of the Lord’s disciples; as 
‘what Aristion and the Elder (Pres- 
‘byter) John, the Lord's disciples, 
‘say (Aéyouow).’ The natural inter- 
pretation of these words can only be 
that the Apostles—Elders in the 
highest sense, 1 Pet. v. 1—were al- 
ready dead when Papias his 
investigations, and that he distin- 
guished two of the name of John, one 
an Apostle, and another the Presby- 
ter who was alive at that time. Dr 
Milligan has stated very ably all that 
can be urged in favour of identifying 
the Apostle and the Presbyter (Journ. 
of Sac. Lit. Oct. 1867), but his argu- 
ments fail to convince me. 

2 Coloss. iv. 13. See Bp Light- 
foot, 4. c. It is said that Papias suf- 
fered martyrdom (Steph. Gobar. ap. 
Cave, I. 39) at Pergamum in the time 


° 


of Aurelius (A.D. 164), under whom 
Polycarp and Justin Martyr also suf- 
fered (Chron. Alex. l. ¢.); but this is 
more than doubtful. See Lightfoot, 
Colossians, p. 48, Ne 

His work was herr written 
at a late period of his life (c. 140— 
150), since he speaks of those who 
had been disciples of the Apostles as 
now dead. His inquiries were made 
some time before he wrote (dvéxpc- 
yoy), and he had treasured up the 
tradition in his memory (xad@s éurn- 
pévevoa). The necessity for such a 
work as his would not indeed be felt, 
as Rettig has well observed, till the 
first generation after the Apostles 
had passed away. Cf. Thiersch, 
Versuch u.s. w. S. 438. 

3 Euseb. #. £. 111. 31. Cf. Routh, 
II. 25. 

4 Euseb. 7. Z£. Ul. 31, on the au- 
thority of Caius. 

6 The peculiar form which this 
Chiliasm took is seen best in the 
narrative given on the authority of 
‘presbyters who saw John the dis- 
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Since he stood on the verge of the first age Papias| Chap it 
naturally set a high value on the Evangelic traditions 
still current in the Church. 


These he preserved, as he 


tells us, with zeal and accuracy; and afterwards embo- 
died them in five books, entitled ‘An Exposition of 
Oracles of the Lord’ (Aoylav xupraxdv eEnynaots'). There 
is however no reason to suppose that he intended to 


compose a Gospel; and the very name of his treatise | 
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An account 
of his work. 


implies the contrary. The traditions which he collected ' 
do not appear to have formed the staple of his book;, 
but they were introduced as illustrative of his explana- 
tion. ‘Moreover, he says, ‘I must tell you that I shall | és own ae 
‘not scruple to place side by side with my interpreta- ooo 
‘tions all that I ever rightly learnt from the elders and 
‘rightly remembered, solemnly affirming that it is true’. 


‘ciple of the Lord’ by Irenzeus. ‘The 
‘days will come,’ thus they repre- 
sented the Lord teaching, ‘in which 
‘vines will spring up, each having 
“ten thousand stems, and on one stem 
*ten thousand branches, and on each 
‘branch ten thousand shoots, and on 
‘each shoot ten thousand clusters, 
‘and on each cluster ten thousand 
* grapes, and each grape when pressed 
‘shall give five and twenty measures 
‘of wine. And when any of the saints 
* shall have taken hold of one cluster, 
“another shall cry out: I am a better 
“cluster, take me, through me bless 
‘the Lord.’... ‘These things,’ Irenz- 
us on to say, ‘ Papias also tes- 
stifes in the fourth of his books, and 
‘added moreover: these things are 
‘credible to believers. And when 
‘Judas the traitor believed not, and 
‘asked How then will such produc- 
‘tions be brought about by the Lord? 
‘he relates that the Lord said 7 hey 
“shall see who shall come to those 
‘times. (Iren. v. 33.) It is not 
dificult to see the true Evangelic 
element which lies at the bottom of 
this strange tradition. 


1 Pap. ap. Euseb. H. Z. Il. 39: 
otk éxvyow 8 co Kal dca wore rapa 
Tay wpecBurépwy Kalas Euadoy xal 
xahos éuynudvevoa, cuyxarardia: 
rats épunvelacs, d&aBeBacoduevos 
Umép avuray adnPeaavy, x.7.A. It is 
important to notice that the title is 
without the definite article, just as 
IIpdtes drooréA\wy. 

2 In accordance with this view of 
Papias’ book we find him mentioned 
with Clement, Pantznus, and Am- 
monius, as ‘one of the ancient In- 
‘terpreters (éfyynrar) who agreed to 
‘understand the Hexaemeron as re- 
‘ferring to Christ and the Church’ 
(fr. ix., x.). Compare also Euseb. 
Hf. E. Vv. 8, with reference to Iren. 
Iv. 27 and similar passages, éfyynoes 
avrod [drocroXtKxol rwds wpecBurépou] 
Oclwy ypadwy wapariberat. 

The passage quoted by Irenzus 
from ‘the Elders’ (v. ad f/.) may 
probably be taken as a specimen 
of his style of interpretation. ‘[At 
‘the time of the restoration of all 
‘things,] as the presbyters say, th 
‘who have been held worthy of life 





‘in heaven shall go thither, S\ 
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nap. i, | The apologetic tone of the sentence, its construction (6é), 
It was expo- 


the mention of his interpretations (at éppenvetat), convey 
sttory, and 3 R a ‘ 
wetnarra- |the idea that his reference to tradition might seem 


unnecessary to some, and that it was in fact only a 
secondary object:—in other words, they imply that 
there were already recognised records of the teaching 


of Christ which he sought to 


expound, For this purpose 


he might well go back to the Apostles themselves, and 
‘make it his business to inquire what they said,’ believ- 
ing ‘that the information which he could draw from 
‘books was not so prontable as that which was pre- 


‘served in a living tradition’, 


‘others shall enjoy the indulgence of 
‘Paradise, and others shall possess 
‘the splendour of the City; for every 
‘where the Saviour shall be seen as 
‘they who see Him shall be worthy. 
‘This distinction of dwelling, they 
‘taught, exists between those who 
‘brought forth a hundred-fold, and 
‘those who brought forth sixty-fold, 
‘and those who brought forth thirty- 
‘fold (Matt. xiii. 8)...and it was for 
‘this reason the Lord said that in” 
‘His Father's house (év rots rot TMa- 
‘ rps) are many mansions (John xiv. 
de! Indeed, from the similar mode 
of introducing the story of the vine, 
which is afterwards referred to Pa-. 
pias (p. 70, note 5), it is reasonable 
to conjecture that this interpretation 
is one from Papias’ Exposition. The 
passage changes from the direct to 
the oblique form; but no scholar, I 
imagine, would doubt for a moment 
that the second part, where I have 
marked the oblique construction by in- 
troducing ‘they taught,’ is a continua- 
tion of the quotation ws of mpecBu- 
repo. Aéyouct, Tore ol pev...Xwpycou- 
ov, ol d€é...01 5é...elvar 5¢ thy diacro- 
Ady TaUrny...TaY...KapmopopolyTwy wy 
of pév...ol dé...0l 5€...xal 8a roiro 
elpnxévas tov Kuptov... I should not 
have thought it necessary to call at- 


tention to this obvious point if a 
critic had not quoted a number of pas- 
sages with dd retro (propter hoc) and 
the szdicative to shew that this od/igue 
sentence is a comment of Irenseus. 

This view which I have given of 
the object of the work of Papias is 
supported with illustrations by Bp 
Lightfoot (Cont. Rev. Aug. oe Pee 
405, 6, td. Aug. 1875, 399 ff.); and 
it is indeed surprising that the account . 
of it should have received any other 
mterpretation. 

‘The books’ of which Papias speaks 
may have been some of the strange 
mystical commentaries current at 
very early times among the Simoni- 
ans and Valentinians. See Light- 
foot, //. cc. There is not the slightest 
ground for supposing that he referred ~ 
to our Gospels or records like them, .- 

1 Eusebius, /. ¢ gives some ace 
count of the traditional stories whick 
he collected ; among others he men’. 
tions that of ‘a woman accused bes 5. 
‘fore our Lord of many sins,’ genes - A 
rally identified with the disputed-. 


an tts i 


pericope, John vii. §53—vili.11. Itisnet 


superfluous to observe that Eusebius 
docs not say that Papias derived this 
narrative from the Gospel acc 

to the Hebrews (Supers. Rel. 1. 
p- 426), or that he used that Cocpal. 


J Ge REE re 
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Papias, in other words, claimed for himself the office 
of expositor and not of historian. ‘Oracles of the Lord’ 
are presupposed as the basis of his work, and not for the 
first time set forth in it. So far, therefore, from it being 
possible to deduce from the object of Papias in under- 
taking the Exposition that he was unacquainted with 
any authoritative Evangelic records, his purpose seems 
to be unintelligible unless there were definite and fa- 
miliar narrations which called for such illustration as 
could be provided. The fragments which remain can in 

- fact be brought into a natural connection with passages 
| Of our Gospels ; and a careful consideration of the exact 
| title shews the limit of the Exposition. It made no 
claim to completeness. It was ‘an Exposition of Oracles 
‘of the Lord’ and not ‘of the Oracles of the Lord’— 
such a summary (rd Aoyia) as, for instance, St Matthew 
composed. 

This conclusion, which we have drawn from the appa- 
rent aim of Papias’ work, is strongly confirmed by the 
direct testimony which he bears to our Gospels. It has 
been inferred already that some Gospel was current in 
his time ; he tells us that the Gospels of St Matthew 
and St Mark were so. Of the former he says: ‘ Mat- 
‘thew composed the oracles in Hebrew; and each one 
‘imterpreted them as he was able’’ The form of the 










wall Indeed if Eusebius had known 
that Papias derived the narrative from 
this particular source, he would hardly 
have said ‘a narrative which the Gos- 
“pel according to: the Hebrews con- 
“trins’ (lcroplay...4» 7d Kad" ESpalous 
@eyyduor wepéxe:). To these must 
' be added the account of Judas (/*. 





“Tfipatd&x kadearyy 7a ASyta ouveypd- 
Pere’ Apuwwevce 3° aird ws jy duva- 
tis acres. It is difficult to give 


the full meaning of 7A Aéyia, 7d xv- 


praxd A6yta—the Gospel—the sum of 
the words and works of the Lord. 

The sense, I believe, would he 
best expressed in this passage by the 
translation ‘Matthew composed his 
Gospel in Hebrew,’ giving to the 
word its necessary notion of scrip- 
tural authority. Cf. Acts vii. 38; 
Rom. iii. 3; Heb. v. 12; 1 Pet. iv. 
Polyc. ad Phil. c. vii.; Clem. 
ad Cor.\. 19, §3- 

Davidson (Jntrod. 1. 65, sqq:) has 
reviewed the other interpretations of 
the word. 


Papias’ tes 
timony to 
the Gospels. 


MATTHEW. 





74 






St Marx. 


THE AGE OF THE GREEK APOLOGISTS. 


(Pari 


sentence (uév ovv) would seem to introduce this state- 
ment as the result of some inquiry, and it may perhaps 
be referred to the presbyter John; but all that needs to 
be particularly remarked is that when Papias wrote, the 
Aramaic Gospel of St Matthew was already accessible. 
to Greek readers: the time was then past when each. 
one was his own interpreter’. - 

The account which he gives of the Gospel of St Mark: 
is full of interest : ‘This also, he writes, ‘the Elder 
‘(John] used to say. Mark, having become Peter’s ine 
‘terpreter, wrote accurately all that he remembered';: 
‘though he did not [record] in order that which was: 
‘either said or done by Christ. For he neither heard: 
‘the Lord, nor followed Him; but subsequently, as I 





1 It has been argued that this 
statement of Papias cannot be used 
to establish the authority of our Ca- 
nonical St Matthew for two reasons : 
(1) Papias speaks only of a Hebrew 
Gospel; and (2) the description can- 
not apply to the present Gospel. 

1. As to the first objection, it is 
enough to say that Eusebius, who 
had the full text of Papias before 
him, evidently understood the words 
to apply to the original form of our 
Greek Gospel; and that the long 
chain of writers who afhrm the He- 
brew original of St Matthew accept 
the present Greek text as apostolic 
without the least doubt. It is idle 
to conjecture how or by whom the 
translation or reproduction was made. 
That such a translation or reproduc- 
tion would be almost inevitable is 
shewn by the experience of all writers 
in bilingual countries like Palestine. 
Comp. J/ntrod. to the Study of the 
Gospels, p. 209, note. 

2. It has been shewn that the 
use of ra Adyta for ‘the Scriptures’ 
generally is fully established; and I 
am not aware that Aéya can be used 
in the sense of Adyoe ‘ discourses.’ 

Comp. Lightfoot, 7. ¢. 410 f. 


The form of the sentence (ipni:: 
vevoe 8¢) proves, as has been remarked: 
above, that at the time when Papiag 
wrote this necessity for private tran: 
lation had ceased to exist. 4 
was then, it is implied, an acknow! 
ledged representation of St Matthew's: 
work. 

2 The éuynusvevcey here and de 
pynubvevoey below are ambiguoes.’ 
They may mean either ‘remembers, 
ed’ or ‘related.’ In the latter case 
the sense would be that Mark ‘rek 
corded all that Peter related.’ The 
change of subject would be abrupt 
but is not unexampled. On 
other hand, Papias uses the same 
word pynuovevew elsewhere in the 
sense ‘to remember,’ where there 
can be no doubt as to its meaning, 
It is perhaps worthy of notice that 
the Clementine Recognitions St Pe 
ter himself is represented as fixing ly 
diligent effort in his own mind tht 
words of Christ: ‘In consuetud 

‘habui verba Domini mei, que 
‘ipso audieram, revocare ad memo 
‘riam...ut eviguans ad ea et singuk 
‘quzeque recolens ac retexens possig 
‘memoriter retinere.’ (Recogn. ii. 1. 
See p. 71, n. I. 
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‘said, [attached himself to] Peter, who used to frame 
‘his teaching to meet the [immediate] wants [of his 
‘hearers]; and not as making a connected narrative of 
‘the Lord’s discourses. So Mark committed no error, 
‘as he wrote down some particulars just as he recalled 
‘them to mind. For he took heed to one thing—to 
‘omit none of the facts that he heard, and to state 
‘nothing falsely in [his narrative of] them’’ 

It has however been argued that the Gospel here 
described cannot be the Canonical Gospel of St Mark, 
since that shews at least as clear an order as the other 
Gospels. On this hypothesis we must seek for the 
original record of which John spoke in ‘the Preaching 
of Peter’ («npuyua Ilérpov) or some similar work*. In 
short, we must suppose that two different books were 
current under the same name in the times of Papias and 
Irenzus—that in the interval, which was less than fifty 
years, the older document had passed entirely into 
oblivion, or at least wholly lost its first title—that this 
substitution of the one book for the other was so secret 
that there is not the slightest trace of the time, the 
motive, the mode, of its accomplishment, and so com- 
plete that Irenzeus, Tertullian, Clement, Origen, and 
Eusebius, applied to the later Gospel what was really 
only true of that which it had replaced®. And all this 


Chap. ii. 


Objection 


JSrom his de- 


scription of 
t Mark's 
Gospel. 


ts comse- 
quences. 


1 Euseb. /. ¢c.: xal rodro 6 xpecBu- 
repos &\eye° Mdpxos Kev épunveuriys 
Ilérpou -yerdpevos doa euynpdvevoerv 
xpos Eypayer, ob pévrot rage ra 
trd rou Xporoi 7 AexPevra 7 mpa- 
xbévra’ obre yap ixovse Tov Kuplou 
ore rapnxoAovOncery abr, vcrepor 
32, ass Egy, Tlérpy, bs wpds ras Ned- 
as ¢roeito ras ddacxaNlas, aX ovx 
Gerep curraiw Trav Kupaxdy roov- 
pevos Abywr" wore older Tapre Mdp- 
kos ourws Erin ypdias as dreprnus- 
reser’ évis yap éwancaro xpbrosay, 


Tou pnddy wy jixouge mwapadtreiy 7 
pevoarBal re dv avrois. 

Burton and Heinichen rightly read 
Aéywr, for which Routh has Aoylwy. 
I do not think that Acyiwy could 
stand in such a sense. As the word 
occurs again directly, and was used | 
in the title of Papias’ book, the error | 
was natural. | 

3 Schwegler, 1. 458 ff.; Baur, X72- 
tusche Untersuchungen, 538 f. | 

3 Tren. Ul. 1. 13 Tertull. adv. | 
Marc. iv. 5; Clem. Alex. ap. Euseb. 
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must be believed, because it is assumed that John could 
not have spoken of our present Gospel as not arranged 
‘in order” But it would surely be far more reasonablé 
to conclude that he was mistaken in his criticism than 
to admit an explanation burdened with such a series of 
improbabilities'. There is however another solution of 
the difficulty which seems preferable. The Gospel of 
St Mark is not a complete Life of Christ, but simply 
a memoir of ‘some events’ in it. It is not a chrono- 
logical biography, but simply a collection of facts which 
seemed suited to the wants of a particular audience. 
St Mark had no personal acquaintance with the events 
which he recorded to enable him to place them in theit 
natural order, but was wholly dependent on St Peter$: 
and the special object of the Apostle excluded the ides. 
of a complete narrative. The sequence observed it 
his teaching was moral, and not historical. That the 
arrangement of the other Synoptic Evangelists very, 
nearly coincides with that of St Mark is nothing to the 
point: John does not say that it was otherwise. He 
merely shews, from the circumstances under which St 
Mark wrote, that his Gospel was necessarily neithet 
chronological nor complete; and under similar condi 
tions—as in the case of St Matthew’—it is reasonable to 
look for a like result®. 


Hf. E. 1. 15, Vi. 143; Orig. ap. Euseb. 
H. E. Vi. 25, U. 153 Euseb. &. £. 
i. 153 Dem. Evang. ill. §. 

1 Cf. Davidson, /ntrod. 1. 158 sq-, 
who supposes that John was ‘mis- 
‘taken in his opinion.’ 

2 Euseb. H. £. 111. 24: Maratos 
pev yap wpdbtrepov ‘ESpalas xnpvtas, 
ws Euehrey xal é¢’ érépous lévat, ra- 
tply yNdrry ypapy wapadov’s 7d Kar’ 
aurdéy evayyéAtoy, Td Aetrov TH avrov 
wapovela rovras dd we éoréddero 
ba THs ypadyns drexdynpov. The 


written Gospel was the sum of thd 
oral Gospel. The oral Gospel wat 
not, as far as we can see, a Life d 
Christ, but a selection of represem 
tative events from it, suited in it 
great outlines to the general want 
of the Church, and adapted by thy 
several Apostles to the peculiar md 
quirements of their special audience 
—tna, ob rate, rpds rds xpelas [78 
dxovéyruv]. H7. E. Il. 39. 

3 No conclusion can be drawn frot 
Eusebius’ silence as to express test 





i.] 


Gospel of St John’. 


likewise’,’ 


_ fation’ of the Apocalypse, and commented at least upon 


part of it?, 









monies of Papias to the Gospel of 
SM John. Compare ng ae Co- 
lanans, Pref. pp. 50 ff.; and see 
tte at the end of the chapter. 
1TIn an argument prefixed to a 
Vatican MS. of the Gospel of St John 
(ix* cent.) the following passage oc- 
cas: ‘Evangelium Johannis mani- 
. fetatum et datum est ecclesiis ab Jo- 
hanne adhuc in corpore constituto ; 
tat Papias nomine Hierapolitanus, 
tscipulus Johannis carus, in exote- 
tiis, id est in extremis [externis] quin- 
' quelibris retalit. Descripsit vero evan- 
' glum dictante Johanne recte. Ve- 
. tam Martion hzreticus, cum ab eo 
fiset improbatus, abjectus est ab 
. Is vero scripta vel epis- 
ad eum pertulerat a fratribus 
. in Ponto fuerunt.’ The text of 
fragment is evidently corrupt, 
. ad it seems to have been made up 


of ents imperfectly put together. 
tor the main fact cone certainly to 
be based on direct knowledge of 
tas’ book which is rightly de- 
wnbed (in...quinque libris). The 
general tenor of the account is like 
that given in the Muratorian Canon. 
Marcion, it will be remembered, was 
met by Polycarp (Euseb. 7. £. Iv. 
1, who, like Papias, belonged to 
‘the School of St John.’ The fact 
tet Eusebius omits this statement 
shout St John’s Gospel must be 
in connexion with the other 

feet that he omits to notice the use 
which Papias made of the Apo- 
calypse. difficulty is the same 
in both cases. There is also an 
alission to the Gospel of St John 


In addition to the Gospels of St Matthew and St 
Mark, Papias appears to have been acquainted with the 
Eusebius also says explicitly that 
he quoted ‘the former Epistle of John, and that of Peter 
He maintained moreover ‘the divine inspi- 
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in the quotation from the ‘ Elders ’ 
found in Irenzus (Lib. v. ad /), 
which may have been taken from Pa- 
pias (fr. v. Routh, et nott.). Comp. p. 
71, Nn. 2. 
The Latin passage containing a 
reference to the Gospel which is 
ublished as a fragment of ‘ Papias’ 
y Grabe and Routh (fr. xi.) is 
taken from the ‘Dictionary’ of a 
medieval Papias quoted by Grabe 
upon the passage, and not from the 
present Papias. The ‘Dictionary’ 
exists in MS, both at Oxford and 
Cambridge. I am indebted to the 
kindness of a friend for this explana- 
tion of what seemed to be a strange 
forgery. 
Fuseb. H. Z£. 1. 39: xéxpyrac 
papruplas ard 77s ‘lwdyvou rporépas 
éxioroA7s, kal ris Wérpou opolws. The 
language of Eusebius is remarkable : 
h "Iwdvvov wporépa, and 7 Ilérpou 
—not } 'Iwdvvov rpoéryn and 7 Iérpov 
wporépa,as in H. £. v. 8. Can he 
be quoting the titles which Papias 
gave to them? In the fragment on 
the Canon (see below, § 12) fvo 
Epistles only of St John are men- 
tioned; and the very remarkable 
Latin MS. of the Epistles B. M. 
ffarl. 1772, has in the first hand 
fetri Epistola, as the heading of the 
First Epistle, and no heading to the 
Second Epistle; but the capricious- | 
ness of the scribe in this respect | 
makes the significance of the omis- | 
sion uncertain. 
3 repl Tov Oeomvetorou ris BlSdouv 
6 év dylas Baol\eros xal...xat Ilarlas 
xal...€xéyyvoe miorwoacday, Andreas, 
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Chap. ii, 
But he 
makes no 
secention of 
the writings 
of St Pau 
or St Luxe. 


The distince- 
tion between 
the Fewish 

and Gentile 


: Churches 


tn the 
Apostolic 
age 


There is however one great chasm in his testimony. 
Though he was the friend of Polycarp, there is no direct 
evidence that he used any of the Pauline writings, It 
may be an accident that he omits all these—the Epistles 
of St Paul, the Gospel of St Luke, and the Acts of the 
Apostles’—and these alone of the acknowledged books. 


of the New Testament. 


But the cause of the omission 


must perhaps be sought for deeper than this; and if the 
explanation offered be true, it will then be seen that the 
limited range of his evidence gives it an additional reality’, 
As we gain a clearer and fuller view of the Apostolic 
age it becomes evident that the fusion between the Gen- 
tile and Judaizing Christians was far less perfect than 


we are at first inclined to suppose. 


Both classes indeed. 


were essentially united by sharing in a common spiritual 
life, but the outward barriers which separated them had - 
not yet been removed. The elder Apostles gave to Bare 
nabas and Paul the right hand of fellowship, but at the. 
same time they defined the limits of their teaching‘. 
This division of missionary labour was no compromise, 
but a gracious accommodation to the needs of the time. 
As Christianity was apprehended more thoroughly the’ 


Proleg. in Apoc. (fr. viit. Routh). 
A quotation from Papias occurs in 
Cramer’s Catena in Apoc. xii. g 
(VIII. p. 360). Touro nat wrardpwy 
wapddoc:s xat Tlawlov d:addxou Tov 
EvayyeNlorov 'Iwdyvov, ob xal 7 wpo- 
Kecérn Groxdduyis, dcaBeBarot. 

1 In his account of the fate of Ju- 
das Iscariot (Fragm. iii.) there is a 
remarkable divergence from the nar- 
rative in Matt. xxvii. 5 and Acts i. 18. 
But there is no sufficient reason to 
suppose that he confounded Philip 
the Deacon with the Apostle of the 
same name. Bp Lightfoot notices 
some slight indications of Papias’ use 
of the writings of St Luke (/. ¢. p: 
415), but I do not think that much 


stress can be laid on them. Indeed 
the textual phenomena of the 

of St Luke and the Acts, which point, 
to two distinct and early recensions, 
are best explained by the supposition 
that these writings had a limited cire 
culation at first about two distinct 
centres, as, for example, Antioch 
and Alexandria. 

2 I feel now less certain thar 
before as to the neglect of the Pank 
ine writings by Papias. The absence 
of reference to the Epistles of St 
Paul can be easily explained other. 
wise. Comp. Lightfoot, Colossians, 
51 ff. (1874). 

3 Gal. ii. 7—9. 
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causes which necessitated the distinction lost their force; | ©>2P.% 

but the change was neither sudden nor abrupt. It 

would have been contrary to reason and analogy if dif- 

ferences recognised by the Apostles and based on na- 

tional characteristics had either wholly disappeared at 

their death or had been at once magnified into schisms. | # 4+ ooked 
‘ F oe : ‘ Sor also in 

If this were implied in the few but precious memorials of | ‘4e sez. 

the first age, then it might well be suspected that they 

gave an unfaithful picture of the time; but on the con- 

trary, just in proportion as we can trace in them each 

separate principle which existed from the first must it be 

felt that there is a truth and reality in the progress of 

the Church by which all the conditions of its develop- 

ment suggested by reason or experience are satisfied. 

It is in this way that the partial testimony of Pa- | Pasias was 
pias furnishes a characteristic link in the history of | fée of te 
Christianity. As far as can be conjectured from the | ‘#7 
scanty notices of his life, he was probably of Jewish de- 
scent, and constitutionally inclined to Judaizing views’. 

In such a man any positive reference to the teaching 

of St Paul was not to be expected. He could not 
condemn him, for he had been welcomed by the other 

Apostles as their fellow-labourer, and Polycarp had early 

rejoiced to recognise his claims: he could not feel bound 

to witness to his authority, for his sympathies were with 

‘the circumcision, to whom St Paul was not sent*. He | 7he valne 
stands as the representative of ‘the Twelve, and wit- once on this 
nesses to every book which the next generation com- ae 


1 Euseb. H. £. 11. 36: dvhp ra vow elxeiv, [6 Taxlas] dalverar. The 
wéora Sri pddtora Noywrraros (i all recent addition, however, of a very 
respects of the greatest erudition) xal ancient Syriac version to the author- 
ras ypadjs elSnpwy. This dis- ities which omit the clause, turns the 
pated clause is quite consistent with balance of evidence against its genu- 
what Eusebius says elsewhere(I1I. 39): ineness. Lightfoot, /. ¢. 408 n. 
epbipa ydp ro: cucxpds dy tiv vour, 4 Gal. ii. 9. 
as dy éx raw abrou Moywr rexpypdpe- 
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The evidence 
Of the second 
generation 
after. i304 
postles not 
confined to 
Papias. 


His testi- 
mony is 





monly received in their name. His testimony is partial; 


‘but its very imperfection is not only capable of an exact 


explanation, but is also in itself a proof that the Chris- 
tianity of the second age was a faithful reflexion of the: 
teaching of the Apostles’. In his case even partiality : 
did not degenerate into exclusiveness. The force of. 
this distinction will be obvious from a-memorable con- 
trast. For the converse of the judgment of Papias wag. 
already formed by his contemporary Marcion, but with- 
this difference, that while Papias passed in silence over 
the Pauline writings Marcion definitely excluded all. 
except these from his Christian Canon’, 


§ 2. Lhe Elders quoted by Ireneus. 


Papias is not however the only representative of 
those who had been taught by the immediate disciples; 
of the Apostles. Irenzus has preserved some anor!) 
mous fragments of the teaching of others who occupied’ 
the same position as the Bishop of Hierapolis; and the 
few sentences thus quoted contain numerous testimonies. , 
to books of the New Testament, and fill up that which | 
is left wanting by his evidence*®. Thus ‘the elders, disci- 





1 In speaking of Papias as the 
first Chronicler of the Church, it 
would perhaps have been right to 
except the authors of the ‘ Martyr- 
‘dom of Ignatius.’ The substance at 
least of the narrative seems an au- 
thentic memorial of the time. The 
mention of ‘the Apostle Paul’ (c. ii.) 
by Ignatius admirably accords with 
his character; and the whole scene 
before Trajan could scarcely have 
been invented at a later time. The 
history contains coincidences of lan- 


guage with the Epistles of St Paul to. 


the Romans (c. ii.), 1 and 2 Corin- 
thians (c. ii.), Galatians (c. ii.), and 


1 Timothy (c. iv.). At the close of the 















first chapter there is alsoa remarka 
similarity of metaphor with 2 Pi 
i. 19. But the parallelism bet 
many parts of the narrative with 

Acts is still more worthy of noti 
because, from the nature of the 
references to that book are com 
ratively rare in early writings. 

especially chapp. iv., v. 

2 See chap. iv. 

3 They have been collected 
Routh, eliguie Sacra, 1. 47 
Eusebius notices the quotations, be 
did not know their source (#7. &. 
8). Itis clear that Irenzeus ap 
to several authorities; and it ap 


also that he quoted traditions as 





1.) PAPIAS. 


‘ples of the Apostles,’ as he tells us, speak of ‘Paradise, ; ‘bP_it 
‘to which the Apostle Paul was carried, and there heard | o"suied 
‘words unutterable to’us in our present state’ (2 Cor. | “47,,. 
xii. 4)'. In another place he records the substance of | 

that which he had heard ‘from an Elder who had heard | 
‘those who had seen the Apostles and had learnt from 

‘them,’ to the effect that ‘the correction drawn from the | 
‘Scriptures was sufficient for the ancients in those mat- , 

‘ters which they did without the counsel of the Spirit.’ | 

In the course of the argument, after instances from the 
Old Testament, the Elder alludes to ‘the Queen of the 
‘South’ (Matt. xii. 42), the Parable of the Talents 
(Matt. xxv. 27), the fate of the traitor (Matt. xxvi. 24), 
the judgment of unbelievers (Matt. x. 15); and also. 
makes use of the Epistles to the Romans (as St Paul’s), 
to the Corinthians (the First by name), and to the 
Ephesians, and probably to the First Epistle of St 
Peter*. In another place an Elder appears to allude to 
the Gospels of St Matthew and St John’. 

Thus each great division of the New Testament is | 7Aus sais 

‘again found to be recognised in the simultaneous teach- leo tite 


SI 













also rite 















@ writings : e.g. IV. 27 (45), Audive 
Aquodam Presbytero, &c. IV. 31 (49); 
Tafa quzdam enarrans de antiquis 
sbyter reficiebat nos et dicebat, 
The other forms of quotation 
t: wed rou xpelrrovos Hua elpnra 
Mav Pref. 2)}—o xpelocew (sic) nudr 
oA (1. 13. 3}—quidam dixit superior 
mes (III. 17. 4)—ex veteribus qui- 
m ait (111. 23. 3}—senior Aposto- 
im discipulus disputabat (Iv. 32. 
ol rpecBtrepo raw’ Awo- 
patryral (V. 5. 1)—&py Tis Tw 
Mietres (Vv. 17. 4)—quidam 
Bos dixit (IV. 41. 2 Oetos 
xal xnpvt ris ddnGelas... 
mpome...cdruy (1. 15. 6). The 
precedes some Iambic lines 
Marcus: cf. Grabe, s loc. 


1 Tren. v. 5. 13 Fr. vii. (Routh). 

2 Iren. Iv. 27 (45); Fr. v. (Routh). - 
The oblique construction of the whole , 
paragraph proves that Irencus is | 
giving accurately at least the general ; 
tenor of the Elder’s statement; and _ 
the quotations form a necessary part | 
of it, and cannot have been added : 
for illustration. £. g. Non debemus | 
ergo, inquit ille Senior, superbi esse | 
...sed ipsi timere ..et ideo radium) 
dixisse : S? entm naturalibus ramits, 
&c. (Rom. xi. 20, 21). | 

3 Iren. IV. 31 (49); Fr. vi. (Routh). | 
The reference to St Matthew (xi. 19) 
is remarkable from being introduced 
by ‘Inquit;’ that to St John (viii. 56) | 
is more uncertain. See also p. 71, | 
n. 2. 


G 
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ing of the Church. We have already traced in the dis- 
ciples of the Apostles the existence of the characteristic 
peculiarities by which they were themselves marked ; 
and we can now see that their writings still remained in 
the next generation to witness at once to the different 
forms and essential harmony of their teaching. Poly- 
carp, who united by his life two great ages of the Church, 
reconciles in his own person the followers of St James 
and St Paul: he was the friend of Papias as well as the 
teacher of Irenzus’. 


§ 3. 


Hitherto Christianity has been viewed in its inward 
construction: now it will be regarded in its outward 
conflicts. It is no longer ‘a work for silence, but for 
‘might.’ Truth was not only to be strengthened, conso- 
lidated, developed to its full proportions: it was charged 
to conquer the world. The preparation for the accom- 
plishment of this charge was the work of the Apologists. 

Before we consider their writings it is very worthy of 
notice that Eusebius introduces the mention of New 
Testament Scriptures into the striking description which 
he gives of the zeal of the first Christian missionaries. 
‘They discharged the work of Evangelists,’ he says, 
speaking of the time of Trajan, ‘zealously striving to 
‘preach Christ to those who were still wholly ignorant 
‘of Christianity (6 rs aiactews Aoyos), and to deliver to 
‘them the Scripture of the divine Gospels’ (ray ray 
Gelwv evayyeAlwy mrapadidovat ypadynv"). The statement 
may not be in itself convincing as an argument; but it 


The Evangelists in the reign of Trajan. 


1 Compare gees is ¢. pp. 409 f. 
2 Euseb. 2/7. #. m1 el 
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1 with other traditions which affirm that the preach- 
Christianity was even in the earliest times accom- 
1 by the circulation of written Gospels ; for these 
at once the sum of the Apostolic message—the 
rospel—and its representative’. Thus in the other 
se which Eusebius gives of the labours of Evan- 
i—‘ men inspired with godly zeal to copy the pat- 
of the Apostles ’—the written word again appears. 
‘nus towards the end of the second century pene- 

‘even to the Indians; and there it is said that 
und that the Gospel according to Matthew had 
ipated his arrival among some there who were 
ainted with Christ, to whom Bartholomew, one of 
Apostles, had preached, and given on his departure 
tAetyrat) the writing of Matthew in Hebrew let- 
’,... The whole picture may not be original; but 
‘veral parts harmonize exactly together, and the 
al effect is that of reality and truth. 


§ 4. Zhe Athenian Apologists. 


t the very time when the first Evangelists were 
ding the knowledge of Christianity, the earliest 
gists were busy in confirming its authority®. While 
and Rome had each their proper task to do in the 
ng of the Church, it was reserved for the country- 
of Socrates to undertake in the first instance the 


eb. /7. E. 111. 24: MarOaios chen, in Joc. and Add. Pantzenus 
uos xnpvias...7d etwoy Ty Was at the head of the Catechetical 
apovoig rovras dp wy doréd- School of Alexandria in the time of 


THS ypapns dwerAnpov. The Commodus (Euseb. 4. £. V. 9, 10); 1 


is of the origin of the Gospels and his journey to India probably 
fark and St Luke point to preceded his appointment to that 
e fact. See /ntroduction to office. 

'y of the Gospels, pp. 167 ff. 3 Euseb. 1. £. ull. 37. 
eb. H. Z£. v.10. Cf. Heini- 
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| formal defence of its claims before the rulers of the 
j world. The occasion of this new work arose out of the 
celebration of the Eleusinian mysteries—those immemo- 

rial rites which seem to have contained all that was 

deepest and truest in the old religion. During his first 

stay at Athens, Hadrian suffered himsclf to be initiated ; 

and probably because the Emperor was thus pledged to 

the support of the national faith, the enemies of the 

Christians set on foot a persecution against them. On 

this, or perhaps rather on his second visit to the city, 

Quadratus, ‘a disciple of the Apostles’, offered to him 

his Apology, which is said to have procured the well- 

known rescript to Minucius in favour of the Christians *. 

This Apology of Quadratus was gencrally current in 

the time of Eusebius, who himself possessed a copy of 

it; ‘and one may see in it,’ he says, ‘clear proofs both 

‘of the intellect of the man and of his apostolic ortho- 

‘doxy*’ The single passage which he has preserved 

ines that Quadratus insisted rightly on the historic 
worth of Christianity. ‘The works of our Saviour,’ he 

| argues, ‘were ever present; for they were real: being 
‘the men who were healed: the men who were raised 


1 Hieron. de Virr. Ill. 19. It is 

. disputed whether the Apologist was 
| identical with the Bishop of the same 
| name, who is said to have ‘brought 
‘the Christians of Athens again to- 
‘gether who had been scattered by 

| ‘persecution, and to have rekindled 
‘their faith’ (Euseb. H. £. IV. 23). 


(Zp. ad Magn. /. c.) speaks with strict 
accuracy when he says ‘ Quadratus 
..Adriano principi ZLicusing sacra 
tncvtsentt librum pro nostra religione 
tradidit.’ the Apology must be placed 
at the time of Hadrian’s first visit; 
otherwise it seems more likely that it 
should be referred to the second. 


' The narrative of Eusebius leaves the 
matter in uncertainty, but they were 
_probably different. (Cf. //. £. 111. 
. 373 IV. 3, with Iv. 23.) Jerome 
‘identifies them (/. ¢.; Zp. ad Alagn. 
‘ £XX. § 4), and Cave supports his 
| view (/Zist. Litt, 1. an. 123). Cf. 
_ Routh, Rel. Sacra, 1. 72 sq. 
: 3 Cf. Routh, 2.¢ The details ofthe 
, history are very obscure. If Jerome 


Pearson (ap. Routh, p. 78) fixes the 
date on the authority of Eusebius (?) 
at 127. The rescript to Minucius is 
found in Just. 4/. 1. Ixviii. ad f. 
Euseb. H. £. IV. 9. 

3H. ELV. 3: €& ov [ovyypduma- 
Tos] xarideity éorl appa Texutpa 
Ths Te ToU avdpds Savolas Kal ris 
arooro\kis époroulas. 
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‘when the miracles were wrought, but also [were seen 
‘continually like other men] being ever present; and 
‘that not only while the Saviour sojourned on earth, but 
‘also after His departure for a considerable time, so that 
‘ome of them survived even to our times’. 

A second ‘ Apology for the Faith,—‘a rationale of 
‘Christian doctrine ’"— was addressed to Hadrian by Aris- 
tides, ‘a man of the greatest eloquence,’ who likewise 
wasan Athenian, and probably wrote on the same occa- 
son as Quadratus*. Eusebius and Jerome speak of the 
book as still current in their time, but they do not ap- 
pear to have read it. Jerome however adds that ‘in the 
‘opinion of scholars it was a proof of the writer’s ability ;’ 
and this falls in with what he elsewhere says of its cha- 
facter, that it was constructed out of philosophic elc- 
ments*. Aristides in fact, like Justin, was a philosopher; 
and did not lay aside his former dress when he became 
a Christian‘. 

1 The original cannot be quoted 
to often: Tod 3¢ LZwrfipos judy ra 


Gyn del wapqe adn yap qv’ ol 
* ol dvacrdyres éx ve- 


nens. Fragm. Martyrol., ap. Routh, 
p- 76: Aristides philosophus, vir elo- 
quentissimus...... If there were sufh- 
cient reason for the supposition that 


‘from the dead : who were not only seen at the moment 







mar of ola SpOncay pbvor Geparev- 
cal avpiorduevor, Gd Kal ael 
ofS éxcdnuobvros ubvoy Tov 
GANA cal dwadAayérros 77- 
* tri xpévoy lxaydy, wore xal els 
‘Wht querépovs xpovous tives atria 
icwre (Euseb. H. E. 1v. 3). The 
Rpetition of o Zwrhp absolutely is 


ieron, de Virr. fil. 19: Volu- 
men nostri dogmatis rationem conti- 


Quadratus himself suffered martyr- 
dom in the time of Hadrian, the 
Apology of Aristides might be sup- 
posed to have been called forth at 
that time. The fragment published 
in an Armenian translation (1878) 
may be substantially genuine, but it | 
contains no quotations from the N.T. 
The sermon on the penitent robber 
published with it is of much later 
date. 

3 Hieron. /. ¢.:_ Apud philologos | 
ingenii ejus indicium est. £f. ad | 
Magn. UXx. § 4: Apologeticum pro | 
Christianis obtulit contextum philo- 
sophorum sententiis, quem imitatus | 
postea Justinus, et ipse philosophus. | 

* Hieron. /.¢. Dorner (1. 180) says 
the same of Quadratus, but 1 cannot 
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Nothing, it will be seen, can be drawn directly from 
these scanty notices in support of the Canon; but the 
position of the men gives importance even to the most 
general views of their doctrine. They represent the 
teaching of Gentile’ Christendom in their generation, 
and witness to its soundness. Quadratus is said to have 
been eminently conspicuous for the gift of prophecy’; 
and yet he appealed with marked emphasis, not to any 
subjective evidence, but to the reality of Christ’s works. 
Aristides investigated Christianity in the spirit of a phi- 
losopher ; and yet he was as conspicuous for faith as for 
wisdom®, Their works were not only able, but in the 
opinion of competent judges they were orthodox. 


§ 5. Zhe Letter to Diognetus. 


In addition to the meagre fragments just reviewed, 
one short work—the so-called Letter to Diognetus—has 
been preserved entire, or nearly so, to witness to the 
character of the earliest apologctic literature’. It differs 
however from the Apologies in this, that it was written 
in the first instance to satisfy an inquirer, not to con- 
ciliate an enemy. It is anonymous, resembling in form 
a speech much more than a letter, and there are no ade- 
quate means of determining its authorship. For a long 
time it was attributed to Justin Martyr; but it is 
equally alien in thought and style from his acknow- 


tell on what authority. Probably the 
names were interchanged. 

1 Yet Grabe’s conjecture that the 
rule attributed to Quadratus in a 
Martyrology, ut nulla esca a Chris- 
tianis repudiaretur quz rationalis et 
humana est, was assigned to him by 
error, seems very plausible. Cf. 
Routh, I. p. 79. 

2 Euseb. H. £. Ill. 37; V. 17. 

3 Hieron. ad Afagn. tl. ¢.: Fide vir 
sapientiaque admirabilis. Another 


very remarkable testimony to the 
character of his teaching is found in 
the Martyrolog. Rom. (ap. Routh, 
p- 80): Quod Christus Jesus solus 
esset Deus proesente ipso Imperatore 
luculentissime peroravit. 

* Like the Epistles of Clement it 
is at present found only in one an- 
cient MS. Cf. Otto, Fust. Afart. 11., 
Proleg. xiv. xx. sqq. Stephens may 
have had access to another. [The 
Strasburg MS. was burnt in the war.] 





1] 






old philosophers ‘¢. 


1 The evidence on which we con- 
clade that it cannot be Justin’s is 
briefly this: (1) It is contained in no 
; e of his writings. (2) Jus- 
t's style is cumbrous, involved, and 

, Gteless; while that of the Letter to 
| us is simple, vigorous, and 
Cassical. (3) Justin regards idola- 
try, Judaism, even Christianity itself, 
fom a different point of view. Idols, 
.€cording to him, were really te- 
mated by spiritual powers (4/o/. I. 
iB.}, were not mere stocks or 
tones (ad Diogn. ii.): the Mosaic 
was a fitting preparation for 

the Gospel (Dial. c. Jr. xliii.), and 
stan arbitrary system (ad Diogn. 
¥.): Christianity was the completion 
ef that which was begun in men’s 
tarts by the seminal word (A4¢. II. 

. ML), so that they were not even in 
vi ayia left uncared for by God 
Christ came (ad Diogn. viii.). 

The second ground is in itself deci- 

" five; the doctrinal differences can be 
More or less smoothed down by the 
Comparison of other passages of Justin : 
i 4 1. ix.; Dial. ¢. Tr. xlvi. ad 


* Lom 6 
per (ap. Mohler, 165) and 
Gallandi (ap. Hefele, Ixxix.) suggest 
Apollos. Bunsen in his Analecta 
4nte-Nicena, 1. 103 ff. publishes the 


kdged writings; and the mainstay of such a hypothesis 
Seems to be the pardonable desire not to leave a gem so 
. Other names have been 
suggested ; but in the absence of external evidence they 
serve only to express the character of the Essay. 
eloquent, but that is no sure sign that it was written by 
| Apollos. It is opposed to Judaism, but that is no proof 
that it proceeded from Marcion’*. 
of Quadratus® or Aristides; but it is enough that we 
can regard it as the natural outpouring of a Greek heart 
holding converse with a Greek mind in the language of 


. precious without an owner’ 


THE LETTER TO DIOGNETUS. 


It is 


It may be the work 


first part as ‘the lost early letter of 
Marcion,’ but brings forward no sa- 
tisfactory arguments in support of his 
opinion. 

3 Cf. Dorner, I. 178 anm. 

¢ Doubts have been raised, wholly 
groundless, as I believe, to the au- 
thenticity of the first fragment or of 
the two fragments which form the 
letter. Dr Donaldson, after enu- 
merating several difficulties and cu- 
rious facts, says: ‘[ Zhese]...led me 
‘to suspect that the epistle to Diog- 
‘netus might possibly be the pro- 
‘duction of H. Stephanus bimmeell 
‘(Buf]...one should be cautious in 
‘attributing a forgery to any one. 
‘I am inclined to think it more 
‘likelythat some...Greeks...may have 
‘written the treatise...But there ts 
‘no sound basis for any theory with 
‘regard to thisremarkable production.’ 
(Hist. of Christian Liter. ui. p. 142.) 
This guarded statement becomes in 
the hands of a controversialist the 
following: ‘ Donaldson considers it 
‘either a forgery by H. Stephanus, 
‘the first editor, or by Greeks who 
‘came over to Italy when Constanti- 
‘nople was threatened by the Turks.’ 
(Supernat. Rel. 11. 39, n. 3.) Ican- | 
not think that Mr Cotterill’s argu- 
ments alter the state of the case. 
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The question of the authorship of the Letter being: 


thus left in uncertainty, that of its integrity still re- 
mains. As it stands at present it consists of two parts: 
(cc. i—x.; xi., xii.) connected by no close coherence ; 
and at the end of the first the manuscript marks the 
occurrence of a ‘chasm’”’ The separation thus pointed: 
out is fully established by internal evidence. The first 
part—the true Letter to Diognetus—is everywhere 
marked by the characteristics of Greece; the second by 
those of Alexandria. The one, so to speak, sets forth 
truth ‘rationally, and the other ‘mystically.. The. 
centre of the one is faith: of the other knowledge. 
The different manner in which they treat the ancient 
Covenant illustrates their mutual relation. The Mosaic | 
institutions—sabbaths and circumcision and fasts—are < 
at once set aside in the Letter to Diognetus as pal- { 
pably ridiculous and worthless. In the concluding frag-. | 
ment, on the contrary, ‘the fear of the law and the: 
‘grace of the prophets’ are united with ‘the faith of the 
‘Gospels and the tradition of the Apostles’ as contri- 
buting to the wealth of the Church®. 

Indications of the date of the writings are not wholly ~ 
wanting. The address to Diognetus was composed after . 
the faith of Christians had been tried by wide-spread 


1 Cf. Otto, 11. p.201, n. The words 
are: xal de éyxowhy elxe rd avri- 
ypaspov. 

* It isalways impossible to convey 
by words any notion of,the varia- 
tions in tone and language and man- 
ner which are instinctively felt in 
comparing two cognate but separate 
books; and yet the distinction be- 
tween the a parts of the ‘ Letter 
to Diognetus’ seems to me to be 
shewn clearly by these subtle, but 
most real differences. In addition 
to this the argument is completed at 
the end of c. x. according to the 


plan laid down inc. i.; and theclose . 
of c. xi. seems to imply a different 
motive for writing. On the other - 
hand it is quite wrong to insist om ‘| 
the fact that ‘the second fragment 
addresses not one but many,’ for the ; 
singular i is used as often as the plural 
(c. xi.: fy Xapw ph AUTO éxcyrdey, 
C. xii.: yrw col xapdla yraocs). 

There may have been a formal - 
conclusion after Ce Xs, but even now 
the termination is not more abrupt 
than that to Justin's first Apology, 
and it expresses the same motive—a 
regard to future judgment (c. x. ad 





THE LETTER TO DIOGNETUS. 


89 





+-ecution, which had not even at that time passed | ‘h?-it 
cr’; and on the other hand a lively faith in Christ’s 
“needy Presence (arapovoia) still lingered in the Church’. 
The first condition can hardly be satisfied before the | « 1174.0. 
ren of Trajan; and the second forbids us to bring 
the letter down to a much later time. In full accord- 
ance with this, Christianity is spoken of as something 
‘recent ;’ Christians are a ‘new class ;’ the Saviour has 
ucen only ‘now’ set forth *. 

The concluding fragment is more recent, but still, I br Aipnes 
tclieve, not later than the first half of the second century- Fite 
The greater maturity of style and the definite reference | somewhat 
to St Paul can be explained by the well-known activity of | 
religious thought and the early advancement of Christian 
literature at Alexandria‘. And everything else in the 
writing betokens an early date. The author speaks of 
himself as ‘a disciple of Apostles and a tcacher of Gen- 


tiles’, 


An.); Just. Ap. 1. Ixviii. In c. vii. 
there isa lacuna. Cf. next note. 
evil: [odx dpgs] rapaBaddopé- 
vers Onplos... It is impossible to 
read the words without thinking of 
the martyrdom of Ignatius, which 
indeed may have suggested them. 
_ Just before wapaSaddopévous there 
a lacuna: ody opgs is introduced 
from the next sentence. The MS. 
the note: ovrws cal éy 7Q avrt- 
eupory ¢yxoxrhy wadaordrov 
éres (Otto, II. p. 184,n.). It is quite 
Wanecessary to alter the last words 
% Otto wishes. Cf. Jelf, Gr. Gr. 
§710c. 

*c. vii.: radra ris rapovolas av- 
70 édypara. The word, which is 
almost universally spread through 
the writings of the N. T., does not 
occur in this sense in the Apostolic 
Fathers. Justin speaks of the second 
Tepovela without alluding to its ap- 
Proach: Dial. c. Zr. cc. xxxi-, XXXii. 


The Church, as he describes it, was still in its 


3 cc. i., ii., ix. This argument is 
of weight when connected with the 
others, though not so independently. 
Our view of the date of the Letter is 
not inconsistent with the belief that 
it was addressed to Diognetus the 
tutor of Marcus Aurelius. That 
prince openly adopted the dress and 
doctrines of the Stoics when twelve : 
years old (133 A- D.); and if we place | 
the Epistle at the close of the reign | 
of Trajan (c. 117 A.D.) there is no 
difficulty in reconciling the dates. 

4c. cxii.: 0 adwooro\os. The an- 
tagonism between the Serpent (7d0»7) 
and Eve (ale@no:s) was commented _ 
on by Philo, Ley. Al/eg. 11. §§ 18 sqq. | 
Tv ddroudxov ovy yrwuny avrlrarre | 
cal xd\X\wTov aydva rovrov &dOA7n- | 
gov...Kara THs rovs dAAous amwayras 
wxdons ndovys...(§ 26). Cf. Just. M. | 
Dial. ch. c., and Otto i luc. 


5 co. xi. sid. \ 











THE AGE OF THE GREEK APOLOGISTS. [Part 
Chap. it | first stage’, The sense of personal intercourse with the 
Word was fresh and deep. Revelation was not then 

wholly a thing of the Past’. 
sca aapliale In one respect the two parts of the book are united, 
dination of | inasmuch as they both exhibit a combination of the 
fStPext |teaching of St Paul and St John. The love of God, it 


is said in the Letter to Diognctus, is the source of love 
‘in the Christian ; who must needs ‘love God who thus 
‘first loved him’ (apoayarnoavta), and find an expression 
for this love by loving his neighbour, whereby he will 
be ‘an imitator of God.’ ‘For God loved men, for 
‘whose sakes He made the world, to whom He sub- 
‘jected all things that are in the earth,...unto whom 
‘(rpos) He sent His only-begotten Son, to whom He 
‘promised the kingdom in heaven (roy év ovpav@ Bact- 
‘Xe/av), and will give it to those who love Him :’ God’s 
will is mercy; ‘He sent His Son as wishing to save 
‘(os owlwv)...and not to condemn;’ and as witnesses of 
this ‘ Christians dwell in the world, though they are not 
‘of the world®’ So in the Conclusion we read that ‘the 
‘Word Who was from the beginning,...at His appear- 
‘ance, speaking boldly, manifested the mysteries of the 


1c. xii. ad fin. ...cwrnprow Selxvu- 
ra kal dwosrodo cuverifovra, Kai rd 
kupiou wdoxa wpodpxera, kal KAHpot 
ouvdyorra, kal pera Koomov dppote- 
rat, xal diddoxwy aylous 6 Adyos ev- 
dpalverar, 5c ov Ilarhp dotdgera. I 
have adopted the admirable emenda- 
tion xAnpor (rt Pet. v. 3) for «npol, 
printed by Bunsen (2. I. p. 192), 
though in p. 188 he seems to read 
xatpol. It does not appear on what 
authority Otto says Designantur cere 
quibus Christiani potissimum tem- 
pore paschali utebantur; if it were 
SO, Kypot cuvdyorvras would still be a 
marvellous expression, Cf. Bing- 


] ham, Orig. Eccles. 11. 461 sq. The 


phrase wrapd8oc1s amrogré\we puddo- 
geras (c. xi.) is of no weight on the 
other side. Cf. 2 Thess. ii. 153 iii. 
6; 1 Cor. xi. 2. 

2 The phrase already quoted (last 
note) ‘ the Lord’s passover advances,’ 
seems to point to the early Paschal 
controversy. If a special date must 
be fixed, I should be inclined to sug- 
gest some time between 140—1 50. 

? c. x., vii., vi. Cf. 1 John iv. ro, 
11; Eph. v. 1; John iii. 17; [James 
i. 12;] John xvii. 11, 16. I cannot 
call to mind a parallel to the phrase 
7 év ovpayg Bacwdela, which is very 
different from ‘the kingdom’ or ‘the 
kingdom of heaven,’ 





| THE LETTER TO DIOGNETUS. 


*ather to those who were judged faithful by Him’ 
nd those again to whom the Word speaks ‘from love 
of that which is revealed to them’ share their know- 
dge with others. And this is the true knowledge 
hich is inseparable from life ; and not that false know- 
sdge of which the Apostle says, knowledge puffcth up, 
ut love cdifieth’. 

The presence of the teaching of St John is here 
jlaced beyond all doubt®. There are however no direct 
references to the Gospels throughout the Letter, nor 
indeed any allusions to our Lord’s discourses ; and with 
regard to the Synoptic Evangelists, it is more difficult 
to trace the marks of their use. From time to time 
the writer to Diognetus appears to shew familiarity with 


their language ; but this is all‘. 
The influence of the other parts of the New Testa- 


ment on the Lettcr is clearer. 


In the first part the 


presence of St Paul is even more discernible than that 


&St John. In addition to 


lexi. ov xdpuw dréorede Adyov tva 
deny gary’ bs Uwd Aaod dripacbels, 
bh dvoorédwy xnpuxGels, Uwd eOvir 
tneredfy. ourds 6 dx dpxijs, 6 xaos 
feds......And a little before ols 
Watperer 5 Adyos pavels, rappyola 
MMin,..ol rusrot Noy.cOérres Ux avrot 
bwesas rarpds pwvortpa. The exact 
wappyola adel is peculiar to 
‘@ John among the writers of the 
Sew Testament with the exception 
‘dé Mark viii. 32. 
Sec, xi., xii. Cf. John i. 1, 18; 
8Cor, viii. 1. "EE dydwns ray dwo- 
wigbévrur is a very note-worthy 


*ipression. 

Tam unable to modify this con- 
tion after considering what has 
len urged against it (Supernat. 
Ud. 11. pp. 357-——370)- Indeed I can 

wonder that a writer who states 
tat ‘the Epistles of Paul chiefly 


Pauline words and phrases’, 


‘[{including apparently Colossians 
‘and Titus], together with the other 
‘canonical Epistles [including He- 
‘brews, James], are the sources of the 
‘writer's inspiration’ (p. 359), should 
think it worth while to dispute ‘the 
‘presence of St John’s teaching,’ or, 
as has been said in a former page, 
‘a combination of the teaching of St 
‘Paul and St John’ in this letter. 

* Compare Matt. vi. 25—31; xix. 
17, with cc. ix., vili, ; and also Matt. 
v. 443 xix. 26, with cc. vi., ix. 

5 The following phrases may be 
noticed: dwodéxoual rid Tivos (Acts) 
—1d ddtvaroy rns yuerépas pioews— 
TO Tis OeoceBelas puorhpiov—olxovo- 
play mirevecOar—rexvirns cal Snuc- 
oupyés (Ep. to Hebr.)—pepnris Geod 
—xarad cdpxa fjv—Kawds avOpwwros. 

Among the Pauline words are: 
wapedpevew (1 Cor. ix. 13)—@eocé- 
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whole sections are constructed with manifest regard to 
passages in the Epistles to the Romans, Corinthians, 
and Galatians; and there are other coincidences of 
language more or less evident with the Acts, and with 
the Epistles to the Ephesians, Philippians, the first . 
Epistle to Timothy, and the Epistle to Titus, and with 
the First Epistle of Peter’. In the concluding fragment 
there is, in addition to the references to St John, to the 
Gospels generally, and to the Epistles to the Corinthians 
already mentioned, an apparent reminiscence of a pas 
sage in the First Epistle to Timothy’. 

The conclusion of the Letter moreover has a further 
importance as marking the presence of a new element in 
the development of Christian philosophy. Knowledge 
(yudous) is vindicated from its connexion with heresy, 
and welcomed as the highest expression of revealed 
truth. Believers are God’s Paradise, bringing forth 
manifold fruits; and in them, as in Paradise of old, 
the tree of Knowledge is planted hard by the tree of 
Life ; for it is not knowledge that killeth, but disobe— 
dience. Life cannot exist without knowledge; nor sure 
knowledge without true Life. Knowledge without the 
witness of Life is only the old deception of the serpent. 
The Christian’s heart must be knowledge; and his Life 
must be true Reason. In other words, Christian wis- 
dom must be the spring of action, and Christian life the 


Bea—Seocdanovla—xopyyeiv—ourv- 1 Compare c. ix. with Rom. ii. — 
n0e.a— wpoodebuevos— maparotua:— 21—26, and Gal. iv. 4; and c ¥v-. 
woXtrevouat— dpbapria—éexroyn—o- with 2 Cor. vi. 9, 10. The following ; 
poroyounévws—urbcoraces (Hebr.). references also are worthy of remark: | 
The peculiarities in the language c. iii., Acts xvii. 24, 25: c. ii., Eph 
of the Letter may be judged from iv. 21—24: c. v., Phil. iii. 18 sqq. : * 
these examples: uUmepowovddtew— c. iv., 1 Tim. iii. 16: c.ix., Tit. ill. g 
wpoxaréxew — étouocotcGa: — éyxara- and 1 Pet. iii. 18. 
ornpltew—dmrepwénros—zavroxrisrns 7 Cf. 31 Tim. iii. 16 with c. xi, 
— yepalpew — popodens—pynacxaxciv. 
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realisation of truth’. The groundwork of this teaching 
lies in the relation of the Word to man. The Incarna- 
tion of the Eternal Word is connected intimately with 
His Birth from time to time in the heart of believers*. 
The same Word which manifested the mysteries of the 
Father when He was shewn to the world is declared : 
still to converse with whom He will®. The Word is 

still the teacher of the saints *. 

In this doctrine it is possible to trace the germs of | /ow cor 
later mysticism, but each false deduction is excluded by 
the plain recognition of the correlative objective truth. 

| The test of knowledge is the presence of Life’; and the 
influence of the Word on the Christian ‘is made to flow 
from His historical revelation to mankind® 
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§ 6. The SFewish Apologists. 


The conclusion of the Letter to Diognetus offers a | The Letter 
natural transition to the few relics of Apologetic writings o transition 
derived apparently from Jewish authorship. It bears, | C ni 
as has been said, the impress of Alexandria, and| 
Was probably the work of a Jewish convert’. Coming 

such a source it may be taken to shew the Catho- 
le spirit of one division of Jewish Christendom ; but 
fine it may seem that the freedom of thought which 
distinguished Alexandria was unlikely to foster Ju- 





C xii. 

7 exis Ovros Oam’ dpxis, 0 xawds 

foes cal [radads] evpedels cal wds- 

te hos dy dyluw Kapdlacs yerruwmeros. 
Fe xi: ...dweyyrion & Adbyor ous- 

AG &’ Se Botrerat Sre Oéde1. 

4c xii.: &Sdoxwy dylous 6 Adyos 


ppalveras. 
Jt is to be remarked that the Word 
in both parts of the Letter 
as the correlative to Reason 


in man ({wh 8é Adyos aAnOns, c. xii. 
6 Geds...rhy ad7yPecay wal rov Adyor 
Tov aywv xal amwepwinrov avbpuras 
évidpuce...c. vii.), than as the expres- 
sion of the creative Will of God. 
Cf. Dorner, I. p. 411. 

5°O yap vopitwy elddva: re avev 
yrwcéws adnOois xal paprupousévns 
urd Tis {whs obK Eyww...c. xii. 

6 EvayyeAlwy riots Wpvras...c. xi. 

’ This follows, I think, from the 


seen a 
a 
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daizing views, it becomes a matter of importance to 
inquire whcther there be any early records of the Pales- 
tinian Church, their acknowledged source and centre. 
A notice of one such book,—the ‘ Dialogue between 
‘Jason and Papiscus,’ has been preserved’. It appears 
to have had a wide popularity, and was translated into 
Latin in the third century’, Celsus, it is true, thought 
that it was fitter for pity than for ridicule; but Origen 
speaks highly of its dramatic skill’. It is uncer- 
tain whethcr it has been attributed rightly to Aristo of 
Pella; for that late belief may have arisen from its 
known connexion with the Church to which he be- 
longed‘. The general plan of. the writer however is 
exactly characteristic of the position which a teacher 
at Pella may be supposed to have occupied. It was 


manner in which the Book of Gene- 
sis is allegorized. In later writers 
such interpretations became generally 
current. The contrast which the 
fragment offers to the Epistle of Bar- 
nabas is very instructive, as shewing 
the opposite extremes deducible from 
the same principles. 

1 Routh, I. 95—t09. 

3 This is the date given by Cave. 
Others have placed it as late as the 
end of the fifth century. The trans- 
lation was made by Celsus, and dedi- 
cated to Bishop Vigilius; but nothing 
can be determined as to their iden- 
tity. The preface to the translation 
is appended to many editions of Cy- 
prian. Cf. Routh, p. 10g. 

% Orig. ¢. Cels. IV. 52; Mamloxov 
rwds cal "Idoovos ayritoylay Eyrww 
(in the words of Celsus) od yéAwros 
GAAd padAAop €ArA€ous wai ploous atlay. 
The book, as Origen allows, was more 
adapted in some parts for the simpler 
sort of men than for the educated: 
Surduevoy péy re wpds Tovs woos Kal 
awdovorépous wicrews xdpw ocupBadé- 


Oat, oF hp oldy Te Kal cuverwrépovs 
kwhoat (/.c.). Afterwards he adds: 
xalrovye ovK dyerras od’ awperas re 
"lovdaixp wrpocwry rod érépov lora- 
pévou mpds Toy Adyop. 

* Origen and Jerome quote the 
Dialogue without mentioning the au- 
thor’s name; and it is not given in 
the preface of Celsus. Eusebius 
(H. £. tv. 6) quotes a passage from 
Aristo in reference to the Jewish 
rising under Bar-Cochba, but it seems 
at least doubtful whether this was 
taken from the Dialogue. Maximus 
(7th cent.) is the earliest writer who 
attributes the Dialogue to Aristo, 
adding: #» [dcd\eec»] KAnuys o ’AXe- 
favdpeds éy Exry BiBMw ro» ‘Tror- 
mwoewv Tov dyow Aouxay dyoly ava- 
yedva. This tradition is probably 
due to the identification of Jason with 
the Jason mentioned in Acts xvii. 5. 

Of the Apology which Aristo is 
said to have offered to Iladrian 
(Chron. Pasc. 477, ap. Routh, p. 104, 


if the reading be correct) nothing is. 


known. 
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his object to represent a Hebrew Christian convincing 
an Alexandrine Few ‘from the Old Testament Scrip- 
‘tures (dx trav ‘lovdaixay ypaddv), shewing that the Mes- 
‘sianic prophecies were applicable to Jesus’’ To this 
end he apparently made frequent use of allegorical in- 
terpretations of Scripture; but it is more important to 
. Wotice that he speaks of Jesus as the Son of God the 
Creator of the World®. The words, though few, are 
key-words of Christianity, and as the single expression 
of the early doctrine of the Church of Palestine they 
go far to expose the unreality of the hypothesis which 
exhibits it as Ebionitic. They do not prove anything 
as to the existence of a New Testament Canon; but 
as far as they have any meaning they tend to shew 
that no such divisions had place in the Church as have 
been supposed to render the existence of a Catholic 
Canon impossible’, 

Agrippa Castor introduces a new form of the Apo- 
lbgy. Hitherto we have noticed in succession defences 
of Christianity addressed to persecutors, philosophers, 
and Jews; he maintained the truth against heretics. 
Nothing appears to be known of his history. He is 
id to have been a ‘very learned man, and was pro- 
bably of Jewish descent‘, Eusebius speaks of him as a 











Plas Cels. ap. Routh, p. 97: 


"orig l. @: Cels. Pref. 2. ¢. 
Hieron. Quest. Hebr. 1. 507 (an. 
»p- 95). In the last instance 
reads j in Gen. i. 1, In filio fecit 
celum et terram. Cf. Routh, 


tg 


tH 


Aas 
3 The Dialogue was in circulation 
ia the time o Celsus, and conse- 
the date of its composition 
Ganot be placed long after the death 
Hadrian. 


of 
It may be concluded from Origen’s 





notice (/. ¢.) that the doctrine of the 
Resurrection of the body suggested 
some of Celsus’ objections, probably 
in connexion with the Second Advent. 
The reference to ‘a strange and me- 
morable narrative’ contained in one 
of the Christian books probably re- 
fers to the Dialogue (compare c. 53, 
Pp- 200 tf. with c. 52 énit.). 

“Vir valde doctus. TH{ieron. de 
Virr. fl. a1. His Jewish descent 
appears to follow from the fact that 
he charged Basilides with teaching 

‘indifference in eating meats offered 
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‘hap contemporary of Saturninus and Basilides, and adds that 
he was the most famous among the many writers of the 

‘time who defended the doctrine of the Apostles and the 

‘Church chiefly on philosophic principles’ (Aoytawrepoyr)'. 

In particular, he composed ‘a most satisfactory (éxcavd- 

‘vatos) refutation of Basilides,’ in which he noticed his 
commentaries on the Gospel, and exposed the claims 

of certain supposititious (a@vuTapera) prophets, whom 

vice agus he had used to support his doctrines. This slight fact 
iateau.~— shews that historical criticism was not wholly wanting 
in the Church when first it was required. It would not, 

as far as we can see, have been an easy matter to secure 

a reception for forgeries claiming to be authoritative, 


even at the beginning of the second century. 


87. Fustin Martyr. 


ty capa The writings and character of Justin Martyr stand 
ws yee out in clear relief from the fragments and names which 
\aveneaie Ya have hitherto reviewed. Instcad of interpreting iso- 
lated phrases we can now examine complete and con- 
tinuous works: instead of painfully collecting a few dry 
\letails from tradition we can contemplate the image 
which a Christian himself has drawn of his own life 
and experience. Justin was of Greek descent, but his 
tumily had been settled for two generations in the 
heman colony of Flavia Neapolis, which was founded 
it the time of Vecspasian near the site of the ancient 
Sichem’, The date of his birth is uncertain, but it was 
ebably at the close of the first century. He tells us 
that his countrymen generally were addicted to the 


‘tor tdols’ (Buseb. 7, 2. 1V. 7); yetsee some connexion with Alexandria. 
hunt. ML. Mae c. 38. His controversy =} Euseb. 1. ¢. 
with Buaililea probably indicates #7 49.1. 1. 
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errors of Simon Magus’, but it appears that he himself 
escaped that delusion, and began his search for truth 
among the teachers of the old philosophic schools. First 
he applied to a Stoic’; but after some time he found 
that he learned nothing of God from him, and his master 


afirmed that such knowledge was unnecessary. Next | shédosoph 


he betook himself to a Peripatetic, ‘a shrewd man,’ he 
adds, ‘in his own opinion.’ But before many days were 
over, the Philosopher was anxious to settle with his 
pupil the price of his lessons, that their intercourse 
might prove profitable to them both. So Justin thought 
that he was no philosopher at all; and still yearning 
(tis Wuyis ers oTapyoons) for knowledge he applied to 
a Pythagorean, who enjoyed a great reputation and 
prided himself on his wisdom. But a knowledge of 
Music, Astronomy and Gcometry was the necessary 
passport to his lectures ; and since he was not possessed 
of it, Justin, as he seemed near to the fulfilment of his 
hopes, was once again doomed to disappointment. He 
fared better however with a Platonist, his next teacher, 
and in his company he seemed to grow wiscr every day. 
It was at that time—when ‘in his folly,’ as he says, 
‘he hoped soon to attain to a clear vision of God ’—that, 
seeking calm and retirement by the sea-shore, he met 
an aged man, meek and venerable, who led him at 
length from Plato to the Prophets, from metaphysics 
to faith. ‘Pray before all things, were the last words 
of this new master, ‘that the gates of light be opened 
‘to you; for [the truths of revelation] are not compre- 


97 
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is 
studses. 


1 Ap. 1. 26; Lxedsy wdvres wey in Samaria. [Hipp.] Adv. Her. 1x. ) 


Zapapeis SN you S¢ cal év ddAas EOve- 29. 

cu ws roy wpwrov Gedy éxeivoy (Simon) 7 The following account is given 

Spoloyouwres [€xetvov] kal xpooxupovcr. chiefly in a translation from his own 
- Dial.c. 120. Itisan instructive striking narrative. Dial. c, 2 sqq. 

fact that Sadduczeism also prevailed 


C. WH 
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‘hensible by the eye or mind of man, unless God and 
‘his Christ give him understanding’, 

‘Immediately a fire was kindled in my soul,’ Justin 
adds, ‘and I was possessed with a love for the prophets 


‘and those men who are Christ’s friends’, 


And as I 


‘discussed his arguments with myself I found Christi- 
‘anity to be the only philosophy that is sure and suited 
‘to man’s wants (aogady Te xal ovuqdopov). Thus then, 
‘and for this cause, am I a philosopher.’ 

In the strength of his new conviction he travelled 
far and wide to spread the truth which he had found. 
In the public walk (rystus) at Ephesus he held a dis- 
cussion with the Jew Trypho, proving from the Old 


Testament that Jesus was the Christ. 


At Rome he is 


said to have established a school where he endeavoured 


to satisfy the doubts of Greeks. 


Everywhere he appeared 


‘as an ambassador of the Divine Word in the guise of 


‘a philosopher’, 


His active spirit found frequent expression in writing. 


Eusebius has given a list 


of such books of his ‘as 


‘had come to his own knowledge,’ adding that there 
were besides ‘very many other works which were widely 


‘circulated ‘,’ 


Of the writings which now bear his name 


two Apologies and the Dialogue with Trypho are genuine 
beyond all doubt; the rest are either undoubtedly 


spurious or reasonably suspected’. 


1 Dial.c. 7 ad fin. - 

? This phrase, in connexion with 
the phrase immediately below, ov- 
Aoluny ay...xdvras...uh adloracba 
Tw» roid Lwrnpos Aéywy, secms to 
point to Christian Scriptures coordi- 
nate with the Old Testament. The 
nature of the first interview with Try- 
pho precluded any more immediate 
mention of them at the time. 

3 Euseb. #7, Z, Iv. rr. Cf. Dial. 


But those three 


c.1. Ifthe Cohortatio ad Gracos be 
Justin’s we must add Alexandria to 
the cities which he visited (c. 13). 
Compare Semisch, Denkwiird. Fst. 
ss. 2 ff. 

Credner (Bettrige, 1. 99) suggests 
Corinth as the place where the Dia- 
logue took place, if it be historical. 

* Euseb. H. £. tv. 18. 

5 There is I believe a difference of 
style and tone which distinguishes 
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: invaluable so far as they combine to give a 
r of the relation of Christianity, not indeed to 
‘ian Church, but to heathendom and Judaism’. 
vidence of Justin is thus invested with peculiar 
se; and the difficulties by which it is perplexed, 
iey have been frequently exaggerated, are pro- 
2ly great. Since a general view of its chief 
vill render our inquiry into its extent and cha- 
sier and more intelligible, we may state by 
on that his writings exhibit a mass of references 
ospel-narrative ; that they embrace the chief 
ur Lord’s life, and many details of His teach- 
| they were derived, at least frequently, from 
cords, which he affirms to rest upon Apo- 
hority, and to be used in the public assemblies 
ans, though he does not mention the names of 
iors. It is to be noticed further that these re- 
renerally coincide both in facts and substance 
has been related by the three Synoptic Evan- 
ost commonly by St Matthew), that they pre- 
mplication peculiarities of each of the Gospels, 

nevertheless shew additions to the received 
and remarkable variations from its text, which 
cases are both repeated by Justin and found 
ler writings*, 


ogies and the Dialogue 
other works attributed 
he question is of little 
wr our present inquiry, 
»el-references are chiefly 
ormer. 
nology of Justin’s life is 
‘onsiderable perplexity. 
lete examination of the 
Hort concludes that 
out fear of considerable 
wn Justin’s First A po- 
or better still to 146, 


‘and his death to 148. The Second 
‘ Apology, if really separate from the 
‘first, will then fall in 146 or 
“147, and the Dialogue with Try- 
‘phon about the same time’ (Journal 
of Class. and Sacr. Philology, M1. 


139). 

Compare Semisch, Denkwirdig- 
keiten Fustin’s iavuaies 2 1848); 
Credner, Bettrige, 1. 92—267 (Halle, 
1832); Schwegler, 2. nachaposto- 
lische Zeitalter, 1. 217—231. [Later 
Essays by Hilgenfeld, Ritschi, Volk- 


H2 
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‘| Such are the various phenowiens which must be ex- 
plained and harmonized. At first the difficulties of the 
problem were hardly felt, and the testimony of Justin 
was quoted in support of our Gospels without doubt or 
justification. But when the whole question was fairly 
stated there came a reaction, and various new hypo- 
theses were proposcd as offering a better solution of it 
than the traditional belief. Some fancied that Justin 
made use of one or more of the original sources from 
which the Canonical Gospels were derived. Others, with 
greater precision, identified his Memoirs of the Apostles 
with the Gospel according to the Hebrews. Others 
again suggested that he made use of a Harmony or 
combined narrative constructed out of Catholic mate- 
rials’. Further investigations shcewed that these notions 
were untenable, and the old opinion had again gained 
currency, when Credner maintained with great sagacity 
and research that we must look for the peculiarities of 
his quotations in a Gospel according to St Peter, one of 
the oldest writings of the Church, which under various 
forms retained its influence among Jewish Christians 
even after the doctrine of St Paul had obtained gencral 
reception’. 

In one respect all these theories are alike. They 
= presuppose that Justin’s quotations cannot be naturally 
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mar, and the author of Suferna/ural 22). In the absence of satisfactory 


| Religion, leave the main results of 
| this chapter quite unchanged.] 

i These various hypotheses are ex- 
amined clearly and satisfactorily by 

: Semisch, ss. 16—33. 

* Beitrage, 1. 266,&c. This Gosp.l 
‘according to Peler is supposed by 
| Credner to have been ‘essentially 
| ‘identical with the Diatessaron of 


' €Tatian and the Gospel according to 


j ‘the Hebrews (Gesch.d. N. T.Kanon, 


evidence it is impossible to examine 
seriously what is a mere conjecture. 
The early historic notices of the Gos- 
pel lend no support to the identifica- 
tion, and our knowledge of the con- 
tents of the Gospel is far too meagre 
to allow of any conclusion being 
drawn from internal evidence, especi- 
ally as all the early Gospels were re- 
censions (so to speak) of the original 
oral Gospel of the Apostolic age. 
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reconciled with a belief in his use of our Gospels’. 
is their common basis; and instead of examining in 
detail the various schemes which have been built upon 
it, we may inquire whether it be itself sound. 

The first thing that must strike any one who ex- 
amines a complete collection of the passages in question 
is the general coincidence in range and contents with 
our Gospels. Nothing for instance furnished wider scope 
for Apocryphal narrative than the history of the In- 
fancy of our Lord: nothing on the other hand could 
be more fatal to Ebionism—the prevailing heresy of the 
age, as we are told—than the early chapters of St 
Matthew and St Luke. Yet Justin’s account of the 


Infancy is as free from legendary admixture as it is | 
He does ! 


full of incidents recorded by the Evangelists, 
not appear to have known anything more than they 


The Gospel according to Prter is 
expressly referred to by Eusebius as 
used at Rhossus in Cilicia in the time 
of Serapion (see below P. 11. c. 2. § 5); 
and by Origen, /n Matt. T. xX. 17; 
and again by Eusebius, H. £. 111. 
3. without any hint of its identity 
with the better known Gosfel accord- 
ing to the Hebrews. In the fifth cen- 
tury however Theodoret (Haret. Fah. 
11, 2) speaks of the ‘ Nazarenes as 
‘Jews who hold Christ to be a just 
*man and use the so-called Gosfel ac- 
‘cording to Peter’; but the testimony 
is too late, even if it were explicit, to 
establish the supposed identity from 
what is known of the Nazarene 


sa ai 
€ passage of ve Dial. c.-106 
(see p. 111, note 2), has I believe no- 
thing to do with this Gospel of Peter. 
The fragments of the Gosfel according 
to the Hebrews which have been pre- 
served offer no remarkable parallels 
with Justin’s citations. See below. 
1 Credner himself allows that Jus- 
tin was acguainted with the Canoni- 


cal Gospels of St Matthew, St Mark, 
and St Luke, though he used in pre- 
ference (p. 267) the Gospel of St 
Peter. His acquaintance with the 
Gospel of St John he considers more 
doubtful. Credner’s words are well 
worthy of notice: ‘Justin kannte in 
‘der That, wie es auch kaum anders | 
‘denkbar ist, unsere Evangelien... 
‘Nur allein iiber die Bekanntschaft ‘ 
‘Justin’s mit dem Ev. des Johannes | 
‘lasst sich, ausser der allgemeinen 
‘Analogie, nichts Bestimmtes nach- | 
‘weisen’ (Bettrdge, 1. 258). It was | 
however unlikely that his conclusions | 
should be allowed to remain so in- | 
complete. Schwegler for instance 
says (I. 232): ‘...so hat er (Justin) 
‘ohne Zweifel die evayyéAia xara 
*Mar@alov, Mdpxoyv, u. s. f., bei denen 
‘es iiberdiess eine Frage ist, ob sie 
‘damals schon existirten, nicht ge- 





IO! 


—. 





This Chap. ii. 


I. -The gene- 
ral coinci- 
dence a, 
Fustin s 
guotations 
with our 
Gospels: 

1. Cotncie 
dence tn 
Sacts. 


‘kannt, sondern ausschliesslich das - 
‘sogenannte Evangelium Petri...oder , 


‘das mit demselben identische He- 
‘ brier-evangelium beniitzt...’ 


TO2 


Chap. ii. 


(a) His ac- 
count af the 
Infancy. 


THR AGH OF THRE GRELAK APOLOGISTS. [PART 


knew; and he tells without suspicion what they have 
related. | 

He tells us that Christ was descended from Abraham 
through Jacob, Judah, Phares, Jesse, and David'—that 
the Angel Gabriel was sent to foretell His Birth to the 
Virgin Mary*—that this was a fulfilment of the prophecy 
of Isaiah (vii. 14°)—that Joseph was forbidden in a vision 
to put away his espoused wife, when he was so minded* 
—that our Saviour’s Birth at Bethlehem had been fore- 
told by Micah*’—that his parents went thither from 
Nazareth where they dwelt, in consequence of the en- 
rolment under Cyrenius*—that as they could not find a 
lodging in the village they lodged in a cave close by it, 
where Christ was born, and laid by Mary in a manger’ 
—that while there wise men from Arabia, guided by a 


1 Dial. c. 120. Seec. 100, && wy émirpérov. Dial. c. 78: dwoypagpys 
xardye: 7 Mapla rd-yévos. Cf. c. 43. odons dv ry ‘Iovdalg rére wpwrns én 
This interpretation ofthe genealogies Kupnelov. The agreement of these 
was probably adopted early. Cle- words with the true reading in Luke 
ment of Alexandria, for example, ii. 2 atrn droypaph rpwrn éyévero is 


distinctly refers the genealogy in S¢ 
Matthew to the V. Mary: é» r@ xara 
MarOaiov ebayyerly » dwd "ABpadu 
yeveadoyla péxpe Maplas ris unrpds 
rod Kuplov weracodrac. The grounds 
on which this conclusion was based 
may have been false, but at least it is 
strange carelessness to quote J ustin’s 
acceptance of the conclusion as a 
proof that he used some other than 
the Canonical Gospels. 

4 Dial. c. 100; Luke i. 35, 38. 

3 Ap. 1. 33; Matt. i. 23. 

4 Dial. c. 78; Matt. i. 18 sqq. 

5 Ap. 1. 34; Dial. c. 78. Matt. 
li. 5, 6. The quotation (Mic. v. 2) 
in Justin agrees verbally with that in 
| St Matthew, with the exception that 

Justin omits rdv "Topa7A, and differs 
| very widely from the LXX. Cf. 
Credner, Bettrage, U1. 148 f. 


6 Ap. 1. 34: él Kupnvlov rod 
tuerévou év ‘lovéalg wpwrov yevouévou 


worthy of notice. Cf. Credner, Beitr. 
I. 232 f. 

7 Dial. c. 78:...’Ewedy "Iwongd odk 
elyey dv TH Kupy éxelyy wov xara- 
Ndoa, é&v oxnraly Tit TUMEyyuS 
TNs Kwopns xaréAvee’ kal rére 
avray Byrwy éxet érerdxes y Mapla 
Tov Xpurov xal dv pdrvy avrop 
éredelxet, «.7.A. Luke ii. 7:...dné- 
kXwer avroy ew» ddtvy (without the 
article) dcdre ovx Fv avrots rowos év rg 
xaradvpart. Thetwo accounts seem 
to be simply supplementary. Later 
Fathers (¢g. Orig. c Ce/s. 1. §1) 
speak of the Cave without any mis- 
giving that they contradict St Luke: 
Epiphanius actually quotes him for 
the fact; 0 Aouxas Aéye...rdy waida 
...kal xetoOa dy pdrvy xai dv ornraly 
did TO ph elvac rowov év TH Karads- 
pare (fer. 51, 9: p- 431). Thilo 
has collected the authorities on the 
question: Cod. Afocr. 1. 381 sqq. 
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ar, worshipped Him, and offered Him gold and frank- 
icense and myrrh, and by revelation were commanded 
ot to return to Herod to whom they had first come’— 
hat He was called Jesus as the Saviour of His people* 
-that by the command of God His parents fled with 
dim to Egypt for fear of Herod, and remained there till 
Archelaus succeeded him*—that Herod being deceived 
by the wise men commanded the children of Bethlehem 
to be put to death, so that the prophecy of Jeremiah 
was fulfilled who spoke of Rachel weeping for her chil- 
dren‘—that Jesus grew after the common manner of 
men, working as a carpenter, and so waited in obscurity 
thirty years more or less, till the coming of John the 
Baptist’. 

He tells us moreover that this John the son of Eliza- 
beth came preaching by the Jordan the baptism of re- 
pentance, wearing a leathern girdle and a raiment of 
tamel’s hair, and eating only locusts and wild honey°— 
that men supposed that he was the Christ, to whom he 


1 Dial. c. 78; Matt. ii. 11, 12. a different manner. St Matthew 


The repetition of the phrase dwé 
Apafias (cc. 77, 78, 88, 102, 103, 
¥6) is remarkable. The more spe- 
Gc term is evidently a gloss adopted 
te bring out the correspondence with 
as to the ‘strength of Da- 
masus, Damascus was reckoned 

@ part of Arabia (c. 78, p. 305 A). 

Ap. I. 33; Matt. i. a1. 

3 Dial. cc. 78, 103; Matt. ii. 13. 
* Dial. c. 78; Matt. ii. 17, 18. 
is a natural exaggeration in 
Justin's language which forms a re- 
@ekable contrast to St Matthew. 
*Herod ordered,’ he says, ‘all the 
‘male children in Bethlehem without 
‘exception (rdyras dxdws rots raidas 
nabs éy- By ded) to be put to death.’ 
£c. 103. So again it is not unsig- 
icant that he appeals to the pro- 
hecy (Jerem. xxxi, [xxxviii.] 15) in 


says simply rére exAnpwOn To pnOév’ 
but he more definitely toro érexpo- 
oyrevro pédNew ylvecOar. He trans- 
forms a typical event into a special 
prediction. In the Gospel they are 
markedly distinguished. 

The quotation is verbally the same 
in Shei and St Matthew, differing 
widely from the LX X. 

5 Dial. c. 88; Luke ii. 40, iii. 23. 
Mark vi. 3. The explanation of the 
woel of St Luke is to be noticed. 

® Dial. c. 88, cf. cc. 49, 84; Matt. 
lil, 1, 43 Luke i. 13; John i. 19 ff. 
The phrase "Iwdyvou xaGetoudvov éxi 
ro0 ‘Iopddvov, repeated by Justin 
(Dial. cc. 88, §1), is changed into 
xadefonévou eri roy ‘lopddyny in c. 49. 
There can be no reason to think with 
Credner (p. 218) that Justin found 
the words in his Gospel. 


(8) His ace 
count of the 
Mission of 
John 
Baptist. 
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Chap. i, | answered / am not the Christ, but a voice of one crying ; 
Jor He that ts mightier than I will soon come (n€es), 
whose sandals I am not worthy to bear—that when 
Jesus descended into the Jordan to be baptized by him 
a fire was kindled in the river, and when He came up 
out of the water the Holy Spirit as a dove lighted upon 
Him, and a voice came from Heaven saying Zhou art 
my Son; this day have I begotten Thee'—that imme- 
diately after His Baptism the devil came to Jesus and 
tempted Him, bidding Him at last to worship him*. He 
further adds that Christ Himself recognised John as the 

Elias who should precede Him, fo whom men had done 
whatsoever they listed; and thus He relates how Herod 
put John into prison; and how the daughter of Herodias 
danced before the king on his birthday and pleased him, 
so that he promised to grant her anything she wished, 
and that she by her mother’s desire asked for the head 
of John to be given her on a charger, and that so John 
was put to death *. 


Oy) Hisac Henceforth, after speaking in general terms of the 
g e e ° 
Passion. miracles of Christ, how He healed all manner of sickness 


and disease*, Justin says little of the details of His Life 
till the last great events. Then he narrates Christ’s 
triumphal entry into Jerusalem from Bethphage as a 
fulfilment of prophecy’®, the (second) cleansing of the Tem- 
ple’, the conspiracy against Him’, the institution of the 


1 Dial. cc. 88, 103. Compare ii. 5 Ap. I. 35; Dial. c. 53. The 
2. y, below, for an explanation of the version of the prophecy is different 
Apocryphal additions to the text of in the two passages. The first part 
the Evangelists. however in both agrees with the 

32 Dial. cc. 103, 125. The order LXX. and differs from St Matthew; 
of the Temptations followed by Justin the last words on the contrary agree 
is therefore apparently that of St better with St Matthew than with 
Matthew. Semisch, s. 99 anm. the LXX. Cf. Semisch, ss. 117— 

3 Dial. c. 49; Matt. xvii. rr—13. 119. 

4 Ap.1. 31, 48; Diad.c. 69. Matt. Dial. c. 17. 

iv. 23. 7 Dial. c. 104. 
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Eucharist .for the remembrance of Him',the singing of| P_* 
the Psalm afterwards*, the Agony at night on the Mount 
of Olives at which three of His disciples were present’, 
the prayer‘, the bloody sweat’, the arrest®, the flight of 
the Apostles’, the silence before Pilate*®, the remand to 
Herod’, the Crucifixion, the division of Christ’s raiment 
by lot”, the signs and words of mockery of the by-| 
standers”™, the Cry of Sorrow”, the Last Words of Resig- 
nation”, the Burial on the evening of the day of the: 
Passion 16 the Resurrection on Sunday”, the Appearance 
to the Apostles and disciples, how Christ opened to 
them the Scriptures”, the calumnies of the Jews”, the 
commission to the Apostles”, the Ascension”. 

The same particularity, the same intertexture of the 
narratives of St Matthew and St Luke—for St Mark has 
few peculiar materials to contribute—the same occasional 
introduction of a minute trait or of higher colouring, 
characterize the great mass of Justin’s references to the 
Gospel-history. These features are as distinctly marked 
in his account of the Passion as of the Nativity. There 
are some slight differences in detail, which will be noticed 
afterwards, but the broad resemblance remains unchanged. 
The incidents of the Gospel-narrative to which Justin 
refers appear to be exactly such as he might have derived 








General cha- 
vracter of 
this cotmei« 
dence. 


ee a es = 


1 Ap. 1. 66. Cf. Dial. cc. 41,70. 7 Dial. c. 53. 


3 Dial. c. 106. 8 Dial.c. 102. 
3 Dial. c. 99. 9 Dial, c. 103; Luke xxiii. 7. 
« Jed. 10 Dial.c. 97. Cf. Ap. 1. 35. 
3 Dial. c. 103. Cf. Ap. 1. 50; © Af. 1. 38; Dial.c. tor. 

Dial. c. 53- 18 Dial. c. 99. 


© Dial. c. 103. Dial, 103, ofdels 3 Dial. c. 105; Luke xxiii. 46. 
yap ob82 péypis évds dO purr ou Bondeiv 4 Dial. c. 97. 
aéra ws dvapaprnry Bones Urnpxe. 1S Ap. I. 67- ! 
The words are suggested by Ps. xxi. 16 Dial. cc. §3, 106. Ap. I. 50. 
(xxii.) 12 ovx forw Bondar, and I Y Dial. c. 108; Matt. xxviil. 13. 
cannot see in them any ‘contradic- See p. 150 ff. : 
tion’ of the Gospels. Cf.Matt.xxvi. 78 Af. I. 61. 
56, 19 Dial. 132; Ap. 1. 46. \ 
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Chap. it | from the Synoptic Evangelists. His object is to give 
a general view of the substance of the Evangelic records; 
and not to reproduce exactly any one record. The 
variations in his quotations of the same passage abso- 
lutely exclude the latter supposition. 
8 Coin. | The greater part however of Justin’s references are 


quotations | made to the teaching of the Saviour, and not to His 
ofourLord’s ge vkal aye Pp ° 
teaching. | works. He spoke of Christianity as a power mighty in 
‘its enduring and godlike character. He spoke of Christ 
as Him of whom the prophets witnessed. But miracles ° 
—those transient signs of a Divine Presence—are almost 
unnoticed in comparison with the words which bear for 
Hewfar \ever the living stamp of their original source. This 


Sustin’s . ‘ 
quotations | form of argument was in some degree imposed upon him 


by hi fost by the position which he occupied ; but to such a mind 
as his it was no less congenial than necessary. Whether 
he addressed Heathen or Jews, the fulfilment of pro- 
phecy furnished him with a striking outward proof of 
the claims of Christianity; and the moral teaching of 
Christ completed the impression by introducing an in= 
| ward proof. It was enough if he could bring men to 
‘listen to the teaching of the Church. It was not hiss 
task to anticipate its office, or to do away with the dis— 
| cipline and duties of the catechumen. To forget this iss 
Relation to | to forget the very business of an Apologist. And yet 
tose. | the entire consistency of his writings with their proposea= 
‘end has furnished an objection against the authenticity 
of St John’s Gospel. -For unless we put out of sighm 
_the purpose for which Justin wrote, can it be a matte= 
of wonder that he makes few allusions to the ‘ spiritue= 
Gospel ’—that he exhibits few traces of those deep am 
mystcrious revelations which our Lord vouchsafed unda&= 
: peculiar circumstances, for the conviction of his enemie= 


'or for the confirmation of believing hearts? They we=— 
; ; 
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of no weight as evidence, even as our Lord himself} ©haP_' 

said; and the time was not yet come when Justin | 7. 47. 

could naturally unfold them to his hearers. The same 

cause which retarded the publication of St John’s! 

Gospel deferred the use of it. It was a spiritual sup- ; 

plement to the others—a light from heaven to kindle 

them into life: but it was necessary that the sub- 

stance should exist, before the supplement could be 

added ; it was necessary that the body should be fully 

formed, before the spirit, the highest life, could be 

infused into it. 

It has been already shewn that the incidents in the (=) Coinet- 
Life of Christ which Justin mentions strikingly coincide | seuss. 
with those narrated in the Gospels; the style and lan- 
guage of the quotations which he makes from Christ’s 
teaching agree no less exactly with those of the Evan- 
gelists. He quotes frequently from memory’; he inter- 
weaves the words which we find at present separately 
given by St Matthew, St Mark, and St Luke’; he con- 
denses, combines, transposes, the language of our Lord as 
they have recorded it’; he makes use of phrases charac- 
teristic of different Gospels‘; yet, with very few excep- 
tions, he preserves through all these changes the marked 


his quotations of the same passage ords characteristic of St 


1 This follows from the fact that ik ae dete (act.). 
differ. See pp. 127 49: Luke: ¢ y. xdpis—evayye- 
2 (a) Matthew aad uke: Dial. NfecOar—ulos vylorov. 
c. 17, §t, 7693 Ap. 1. 193 (y) Words characteristic of St 
(9) i and Mark: Af, I. John: e.g. réxva Ocot — 
poo Kuvoupey oy cal ady- 
3 £. a “4p. I. 15, 433 Dial. ce. 49, Gelg tisdvres—ro Udwp THs 
TJs 78, Ee. gwns—arryt véaros fevros— 
¢ (a) Words characteristic of St —gws. Credner’s remark | 
Matthew: ¢.2. Bacirela roy (Beitrage, 1. p. 213) that there | 
oparcy—paraxta—[ba wh7- is no trace of the linguistic 
pwhy 76 pybér, de Resurr. peculiarities of our Evangel- 
c. 4.]—6 warnp 6 éy rots ov- ists in Justin’s quotations 


pavois—éppéOn—Bpixew (im- seems to me to be incorrect. 


| 
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the admixture of any foreign element’. 

And more than this: though he omits the Parables’, 
which are rather lessons of wisdom than laws of autho- 
rity, he refers to parts of the whole series of our Lord’s 
discourses given in the Synoptic Gospels; and attributes: 
only two sayings to Him which are not substantially : 
found there®. The first call to repentance‘, the Sermoa: 
on the Mount’, the gathering from the East and West*, : 
the invitation to sinners’, the description of the true fear‘, 
the charge to the Apostles’, the charge to the Seventy’, 
the mission of John", the revelation of the Father”, the: 
promise of the sign of Jonah”, the prophecy of the Pas-. 
sion“, the acknowledgement of ponship: the teaching: 
on the price of a soul”, on marriage”, on the goodn 
of God alone”, on the tribute due to Cesar”, on the twa. 
commandments”, the woes against the Scribes and Phari-. 
sees”, the prophecy concerning false teachers”, the de-: 
nouncement of future punishment on the wicked”, the’ 


6 Ap. 1. 15,16; Dial. cc. 96, 10k! 


1 The differences of language which 


I have noticed are the following: 115, 133. 
xawov woetre (4p. I. 15, bis) —beppa- * Dial. c. 76. 
ta wpoBdrur (Ap. 1.16; Dial.c. 35; 7 Apt. 1g. § Ap. 1. 19. 


9 Dial. c. 82; Matt. x. Pig , 
10 4.1.16; Luke x. 16. Daal. 
. 76; Luke x. Ig. 

I Dial. c. 51; Matt. xi. ra—rs. 
1 Ap. 1. 63; Deal. c. 100; Matt 
xl. 27. ; 
13 Dial. c. 107. 

Wo Dial. cc. 76, 100. 
18 Dial. c. 76. 

16 4p. 1. 15 


cf. Hebr. x1. 37)—oxodomev3pav( Dial. 
c. 76)—ypevdarbaroro (Dial. c. 35) 
—dixatoctwny xal evoéBevay wAnpov- 
o0a (Dial. c. 93)—al xreis (Dial. c. 
I 7)—aya (freq.). Credner (p. 260) 
quotes éxl rp dvéuare aurov as a pe- 
culiarity, but surely without reason. 
Cf. Matt. xviil. 5, xxiv. §; Mark ix. 
39; Luke ix. 48, 49, xxi. 8. 

4 The only references to the Pa- 


rables are, I believe, to that of the 
Sower and of the Talents (Dva/. c. 
125). 

3 Dial. c. 47: Aw xal 6 npérepos 
KUpLOS *Inoous Xpioros elmev’ Ev ols 
| dy upas karaddBw, ev rovros kal xpww 
(xpivw, Credner). Déal. c. 35. See 
below, il. 2. ¥. 

4 Dial. c. 51; Matt. iv. 17. 








/ 


7 Ap.1.15; Matt. xix. 12. Deal. 
81; Luke xx. 35, 36. 
18 4%. 1.16; Dial. c. tor. 
19 Ap. 1. 17. 
0 Ap.1.16; Dial. c. 93. 
31 i An Cc. 17, Il2, 122. 
Ap.1. 16; Jal. cc. 35, 82. 
Ap. 1. 16; Dial.c. 76. Cf. Af 
I. < Luke xii. 48. 





ry 


teaching after the Resurrection'—are all clearly recog- 
nized, and quoted, if not always in the language of any 
one Evangelist, at least in the dialect of the New Testa- 
ment. At present we do not offer any explanation of 
the peculiar form which Justin’s quotations wear. It is 
sufficient to remark that both in range and tone, in sub- 
stance and expression, they bear a general and striking 
likeness to the contents of our Gospels. 

Up to this time it has been noticed that the quota- 
tions from the Gospel-history in the early Fathers are 
almost uniformly anonymous. The words of Christ were 
as a living voice in the Church, apart from any written 
record; and the great events of His Life were symbolized 
in its services. In Justin the old and new meet. He 
habitually represents Christ as speaking, and not the 
Evangelist as relating His discourses; but he also dis- 
tinctly refers to histories, the famous Memoirs of the 
Apostles*, in which he found written ‘all things con- 
‘cerning Jesus Christ.’ These striking words mark the 
presence of a new age®. The written records were now 
regarded as the sufficient and complete source of know- 
ledge with regard to the facts of the Gospel. Tradition, 
to which Papias still appealed, was by Justin definitely 
cast aside as a new source of information. The expression 
is casual, but on this account it presents only the more 
clearly the instinctive conviction of the Christian society 
to which Justin belonged. 

The peculiar objects which Justin had in view in his 
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Il. Fustin’s 
special guo- 
tations from 
the Memoirs 
of the Apo- 
stles. 


The nature 


forms it appears frequently in Eccle- 
siastical Greek. Euseb. #4. Z. 111. 
39; Vv. 8; vi. 2§. It can scarcely 


1 Ap. 1.61; Dial. c. §3- 
2 Ta ’Axournpovevuara Tay ’Amo- 
erbhaw. Cf. p. 11, note 2. The 


title was probably adopted from that 
of Xenophon’s well-known ’Axoyy7,- 
povetpara Lwxpdrovs, from which in- 
deed the word had been already bor- 
rowed by several writers. In various 


be necessary to remark that the geni- 
tive may describe either the author 
or the subject. 

3 Cf. p. 112, n 4. 
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extant writings did not suggest, even if they did not. 
exclude, any minute description of these comprehensive 
records. It would have added nothing to the vivid pic- 
ture of Christianity which he drew for the heathen to 
have quoted with exact precision the testimony of this 
or that Apostle, even if such a mode of quotation had 
been usual. One thing they might require to know, and 
that he tells them, that the words of Christ were still the 
text of Christian instruction, that the Memoirs of the 
Apostles were still read together with the writings of 
the Prophets in their weekly services’. The writings to 
which he appealed were not only complete in their con- 
tents but they were publicly attested. There was no room 
for interpolation of new facts or for the introduction of 
new documents into the use of the Christian Church. 
The heathen inquirer looked to the general character 
of Christianity, and on that point Justin satisfies him, 
So on the other hand the great difficulty in a contro- : 
versy with a Jew was to shew that the humiliation and | 
death of Christ were reconcileable with the Messianic . 
prophecies. The chief facts were here confessed, the work _ 
of the Apologist was to harmonize the prediction and the - 
fulfilment. In both cases his task was preparatory and not 
final, to lay the foundation of faith and not to build it up; 
and with this object it was enough for him to assert gene- 
rally that the Memoirs which he quoted rested upon 
Apostolic authority’. | 
The manner in which Justin alludes to these Memoirs 
of the Apostles in his first Apology and in his Dialogue 
with Trypho confirms what has been just said. If his 
mode of reference had not been modified by the nature of. 
his subject, it would surely have been the same in both. . 
As it is, there is a marked difference, and exactly such as. 


1 Ap. 1. 67. 2 Dial. c, 103. : 





1.) 
might have been expected. 





as The Memoirs". 


their own witness. 


YUSTIN MARTYR. 


In the Apology, which con- 

tains nearly fifty allusions to the Gospel-history, he speaks 
only twice of the Apostolic authorship of his Memoirs, 
and in one other place mentions them generally’. 
the Dialogue, which contains about seventy allusions, he 
quotes them ten times, directly or by implication, as 
‘The Memoirs of the Apostles, and in four other places 


In 


II! 





Chap. ii. 


This difference is still more striking when examined | 7ke guota- 


tions in the 


closely. Every quotation of our Lord’s words in the | Asougy. 
Apology is simply introduced by the phrases ‘thus 
‘Christ said’ or ‘taught’ or ‘exhorted;’ His words were 
For the public events of His Life 





Justin refers to the Enrolment of Quirinus and the Acts 
' of Pilate*, He quotes the ‘Gospels’ only when he must 
speak of things beyond the range of common history. 
Standing before a Roman emperor as the apologist of 
the Christians, he confines himself as far as possible to 
common ground; and if he is compelled for illustration 


I Ap. 1. 66, 67, 33: cf. c. 61. 
3 It will be useful to give a classi- 
fieation of all the Passages in which 
ustin quotes the A/emoirs, with the 
aaa of quotation. The following 
will suffice to explain and justify the 
gtatement in the text: 

(a) Generally: ra dropynpo- 
peépara trary arooréAwr. Dial. 
c. 200, “yeypapuéror dv +. dropy. 7. 
dar. cc. 101, 103, 104, 106, yéypar- 
vas dy rT. Gropp. T. Gk. Cc. 103, é» 
v. drops. T. ax. dedjrwra:. c. 106, 
dy r. awopy. T. ax. Sndotra yeyern- 
pévov. c- 88, Eypayay ol axdbcrodo. 

(8) Specially: Dial. c. 106, ye- 

dy ros amour. avrod (3. ¢. 
Hérpov) yeyernuévor. c. 103, [aro- 
penpevetpara] & gnu brd rir drxo- 
‘grédkes atrod xal row éxelvos wrapa- 
 movbagacdrrav curerdxOu. It is 
‘ obvious that the article in both 


cases describes the class to which 
the writers belonged. If the article 
in the first case ‘refers the Memoirs 
‘to the collective body of the Apos- 
‘tles’; what is ‘ the collective body’ 
of the disciples ? 

(y) Ta droprynpovedpara. 
Dial. c. 105, awd 7. drouy. éuddouer. 
C. 105, éx T. awouy. Euador. c. 105, 
107; éy Trois aropy. yéyparrat. 

Ap. 1. 34: @s Kal padety 8ivacbe 
éx Twr aroypapar riby yevoudrwr éxi 
Kupnolov. c. 35: xal ravra or ¥yé- 
yore Suvacbe pabeiy éx trav emi Ilop- 
riov IlcAdrou yevouérwy dxrwy. Whe- 
ther Justin referred to the Apocry- 

hal Acts of Pilate which we now 

ave, or not, is of no importance: 
it is only necessary to remark the 
kind of evidence which he thought 
best suited to his design. 
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to quote the books of the Christians, he takes care to 
shew that they were recognised by the Church, and 
were no private documents of his own. Thus in speak- 
ing of the Annunciation he says: ‘And the Angel of 
‘God sent to the Virgin at that season announced to 
‘her glad tidings, saying, Behold ‘thou shalt conceive of 
‘the Holy Spirit, and beara Son, and He shall be called 
‘the Son of the Highest; and thou shalt call His name 
‘ Fesus, for He shall save His people from their sins; as 
‘those who have written Memoirs of all things con- 
‘cerning our Saviour Jesus Christ taught us, whom we 
‘believed, since also the Prophetic Spirit said that this 
‘would come to pass’.’ So again when explaining the 
celebration of the Eucharist he adds: ‘The Apostles in 
‘the Memoirs made by them, which are called Gospels, 


[Para 


‘handed down that it was 


1 Ap. 1. 33: ws of amournuover- 
gayres wdvra Ta wepl Tov owrnpos 
nuwv ‘Inoov Xpiorov édidatay x.T.X. 
The phrase ol awopynuovevoarres re- 
cals Tertullian’s remarkable phrase 
‘Mattheus commentator Evangelit’ 
(de carne Christi 22. Cf. de resurr. 
carn. 33), that is ‘compiler of the 
‘Gospel’ (commentarii). Credner (p. 
129) raises a difficulty about the de- 
scription. Where, he asks, is the 
written Gospel which could contain 
all? The quotation points to St 
Luke; and St Luke himself tells 
us that his Gospel contained an ac- 
count concerning all things (repl 
wdvruw) ‘that Fesus began to do and 
‘to teach’ (Acts i. 1). The coinci- 
dence is at least well worthy of 
notice. It removes the difficulty, 
even if it does not also point to the 
very source of Justin's language. Cf. 
supr. p. 109. 

4p. 1. 66 : of yap awderoor éy 
Tots yevouérans uF alTwY arouynpoved- 
paow, ad xadetrar evayyéNa, ovTws 
wapédwxay évreradOa avrois... The 


thus enjoined on them’... 


conjecture that @ caXeirac evayyé- 
hea is a gloss is very unfortunate. 
It could not be intended for the in- 
formation of Christian readers; and 
a copyist would scarcely be likely to 
apply for the use of heathen what 
Justin had not thought fit to add. 
Credner’s argument that if our Gos- 
pels were referred to Justin would 
have said & xadeirac ra Téocapa 
evayyéua (Gesch. d. N. 7. Kanon, 
107) is even more unhappy, and a 
singular instance of a want of appre- 
hension of the circumstances of the 
writing. The use of the term ‘Gospels’ 
in this connexion is more important 
than might appear at first; for ‘there is 
‘really no froof that in the time of 
‘Justin Martyr (with the possible ex- 
‘ception of the Gospel according to 
‘the Hebrews) there was a single 
‘work, bearing the title of a Gospel, 
‘which as a husfory of Christ's Mists- 
‘try came into competition with our 
‘present four Gospels ....’ Dr Abbot, 
The authorship of the Fourth Gospel, 
Boston, 1880, p. 16, and for the use 
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4d once more, when describing the Christian Service he 
ices that ‘the Memoirs of the Apostles or the writings 
the Prophets are read, as long as the time admits’.’ 


There is no further mention of the Memoirs in the | 7%e guota- 
In the Dialogue the case was somewhat dif- 
Trypho was himself acquainted with the Gospel* 


ology. 
nt. 


Justin’s language becomes proportionately more 


ict. The words of our 


‘m simply as His words, 


Lord are still quoted very 
without any acknowledge- 


at of a written record; but from time to time, when 


‘rence is made to words 


which seem to be of more 


cial moment, it is added that they are so ‘ written in 


e Gospel’®’ 


‘stance of Christ’s teaching and the record of it is 


ught out very clearly. 
John the Baptist, Justin 


be plural, even without the arti- 
for a reference to a passage in 
Gospel: sdid. p. 98. 
Ap. i. 67. 
Dial. c. to: 7a & rep reyoudry 
bapa wapayy&uara. The use 
he singular, which recurs c. 100, 
vorthy of notice when compared 
h the plural 4%. 1. 66 (see above 
12,n. 2); but nothing can be more. 
easonable than to conclude (Cred- 
» Gesch. d. N. T. Kanon, § 10) 
t the reference is necessarily to a 
ple history. Evayyéor and Lvan- 
mm were a tsed from the first with 
‘game latitude as the Gospel with 
Thus Irenzus in the great pas- 
e where he treats of the charac- 
Btics and mystical types of the 
r Gospels says: drola ovr 4 wpay- 


vip Td faa, rerpduoppor 
re ad Aion «al q wpayuarela 


After speaking of the death 


adds: ‘ Wherefore also our 


’8éar rob evayyeNou xai elre wriclova 
elre éX\drrova rww elpnudvwy wapec- 
dépovres evayyeXiwy mwrpdowwa (Iren. 
111. 11. 8, g). Whatever may be 
thought of the argument of Irenzus, 
his words shew clearly that our four 
Gospels might be referred to either 
as evayyéXcov or evayyéua. Tertul- 
lian’s language is of the same cha- 
racter: Nam sicut in veteribus...ita 
in Evangelio responsionem Domini 
ad Philippum tuentur (adv. Prax. 
20). Of Theophilus Jerome says: 

Legi sub ejus nomine 1” Evangelium 
Commentarios (de Virr. Ill. s. v.). 
And once again Origen at the begin- 
ning of his Commentary on St Fohn 
writes xal yap ToAynréoy elwety racwy 
Tuy ypagpuy elvar dwapyhpy 7d evaryyé- 
Aswoy. The singular occurs also in 
[Clem.] £f. Sec. c. viii. Aéyer 6 xv- 


" pos év ry evayyedly’ and probably 


in Mart. Polyc. c. iv. obx ovrws dda- 
oxec Td evayyédcoy the reference is to 
the written Gospel. See also pp. 58 f. 
and Dr Abbot, /.c. p. 22 n. 

3 Cf. below, p. 131 ff. 
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tions in the 
Dialogue. 


In one passage the contrast between the | Coincidences 


with 
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Chap. ii | ‘Christ when on earth told those who said that Elias 
‘must come before Christ, Eas indced will come and 
‘will restore all things; but I say to you that Eltas came - 
‘already, and they knew him not, but did to him all that 

St ‘they listed. And it is written, Zhen understood the 


MATTHEW. 


‘disciples that he spake to them concerning Fohn the Bap- 
tist’.’ In another place it appears that Justin refers 
particularly to a passage in the Memoirs. ‘The mention | 
‘of the fact,’ he says, ‘that Christ changed the name of 
‘Peter one of the Apostles and that the event has been 
‘written in his (Peter’s) Memoirs, together with His 
‘having changed the name of two other brethren who. 

St Marx. |‘were sons of Zebedee to Boanerges, tended to signify 
‘that He was the same through whom the surname 
‘Israel was given to Jacob, and Joshua to Hoshea®’ 
Now the surname given to James and John is only 
found at present in one of our Gospels, and there it is 
mentioned in immediate connexion with the change of 
Peters name. That Gospel is the Gospel of St Mark, 
which by the universal voice of antiquity was referred to 
the authority of St Peter®, That Justin found also in 
his Memoirs facts at present peculiar to St Luke's nar- 

StLuxe. | rative is equally clear: for he writes ‘Jesus as He gave 
‘up His Spirit upon the cross said Father, ento Thy 
‘hands I commend my Spirit: even as I learned from 
‘the Memoirs this fact also*’ 

His more But this is not all: in his Apology Justin speaks of 


exact de- ‘: . 

scription of | the Memoirs generally as written by the Apostles. In 

sipof tie | the Dialogue his words are more precise: ‘In the Me- 
‘moirs, which I say were composed by the Apostles and 


‘those who followed them, [it is written] that Sweat as 


1 Dial. c. 49; Matt. xvii. 13; cf. *° Cf. pp. 74 f. 
p- 132. 4 Dial. c. 105; Luke xxii. 46. 
* Dial. c. 1063; Mark iii. 16, 17. 
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trops [of blood] streamed down [Jesus] as He was pray- 
mg and saying Let this cup if tt be possible pass away 
from sme.’ The description, it will be seen, precedes 
he quotation of a passage found in St Luke, the follower 
“an Apostle, and not an Apostle himself. Some such 
fact as this is needed to explain why Justin distinguishes 
wat this particular time the authorship of the records 
which he used. And no short account would apply 
more exactly to our present Gospels than that which he 
gives. Two of them were written by Apostles, two by 
Rheir followers. There were many Apocryphal Gospels, 
but it is not known that any one of them bore the name 
of a follower of the Apostles, The application of Justin’s 
to our Gospels seems indeed absolutely necessary 
they are compared with those of Tertullian, who 
“we lay down as a principle first that the Evan- 
'gelic Instrument has Apostles for its authors, on whom 
‘this charge of publishing the Gospel was imposed by the 
Lord himself; that if [it includes the writings of] Apo- 
‘stolic men also, still they were not alone, but [wrote] 

ith (the help of] Apostles and after [the teaching of] 
FApostles... In fine, John and Matthew out of the num- 


E 1 Dial. c. 103: & rots drouynuo- 
; ~@ Gnu bd trav drocréjwy 







in Justin. (Yet cf. Hipp. ap. Tisch- 
df.) Cf. Griesbach, with Schulz’s 


alla ray é€xelvos wapaxodoul7n- 
(Luke i. 3) cuvrerdx Oat, [yé- 
ppemrra:| ors ldpus aoel OpbuBor xare- 
were atroU evxouévou xal déyorTos 
NOéra ef duvardy rd worhpoy 
- Lake xxii. 44 (Matt. xxvi. 
The omission of the word al- 
was probably suggested by the 

in Psalm xxii. 14 which Jus- 
is explaining (Semisch, p. 147). 
cannot have arisen from any Vo- 
ic tendency, as the whole context 

The entire pericope (vv. 43, 
ta) is omitted by very important au- 
orities. but I cannot find that afua- 
pes alone is omitted elsewhere than 








additions, and Tischdf. ad Joc. 

Epiphanius (adv. /her. U1. 2. §9, 
quoted by Semisch) insists on the 
sweat only, though he quotes the 
verse at length. 

3 Tertull. adv. Afarc. IV. 2: Con- 
stituimus imprimis evangelicum in- 
strumentum afosfolos autores habere, 
quibus hoc munus evangelii promul- 
gandi ab ipso Domino sit impositum ; 
si et afusfolicos, non tamen solos sed 
cum apostolis et post apostolos... 
Denique nobis fidem ex apostolis 
Johannes et Matthzeus insinuant, ex 
apostolicis Lucas et Marcus instau- 
rant... 


1 2 


Chap. ii. 


—ee 


compared 
with tht of 
Tertullian. 
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Chap. ii, | ‘ber of the Apostles implant faith in us, Luke and 
‘Mark out of the number of their followers refresh it...’ . 
The sub- In addition to these cardinal quotations from the , 


vane Memoirs, Justin refers to them elsewhere in his Dialogue f 


rom them. | for facts and words from the Evangelic history. As the 
exact form of all these quotations will be examined 
afterwards as far as may be necessary, it will be suf- 

ficiert now merely to shew by a general enumeration 

the extent of their coincidence with our Gospels*. They 

include an account of the Birth of our Lord from a 

Virgin’, of the appearance of a Dove at His Baptism’, 

of His Temptation‘, of the conspiracy of the wicked 

against Him*’, of the hymn which He sang with His 

disciples before His betrayal®, of His silence before 

Pilate’, of His Crucifixion at the Passover‘, of the mock- 

ery of His enemies®. So also Justin quotes from them 

His reproof of the righteousness of the Pharisees”, and 

how He gave them only the sign of Jonah”; and pro- 

clatmed that He alone could reveal the Father to men™ 

A summary This then is the sum of what Justin says of the Me- 
Fastin says | THOITS of the Apostles. They were many, and yet one”: 
ae they were called Gospels: they contained a record of all 
things concerning Jesus Christ: they were admitted by 
Christians generally : they were read in their public ser- 


g 


1 Tt is interesting to compare this 7 Dial. c. 107; Matt. xii. 38—41. 
summary of special references with #8 Dial. c. 100; Matt. xi. 27. 
the list of aH Justin’s Evangelic ree 33 4p. 1.66: d xadeirat evayyéua. 
ferences given already, pp. 502 ff. Dial. c. 100: év ry evayyerly ¥xé- 


2 Dial, c. 108. yparra.. This view of the essential 
3 Dial. c. 88. oneness of the Gospels explains v 
4 Dial. c. 103. naturally the freedom with whi 
5 Dial. c. 104. different narratives were combined 


6 Dial. c. 106; Matt. xxvi. 30. im quotation. Irenzus was appa- 

7 Dial.c. 102; Matt. xxvii. 12 ff.; rently the first to recognise, however 
Mark xv. 3 ff. imperfectly, variety in this unity. 

8 Dial. c. 11. See p. 113, n. 2. As the records 

® Dial. c. 101; Matt. xxvii. 39— were several so too were the writers: 
3. Ap. 1. 33, p. 112, n. I. 

33) P 
10 Dial.c. 105; Matt. v. 20. 
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ey were of Apostolic authority, though not ex- 
of Apostolic authorship: they were composed 
y Apostles and in part by their followers. And 
his, we gather that they related facts only men- 
t present by one or other of the Evangelists: 
s they were intimately connected with each 
he synoptic Gospels: that they contained no- 
far as Justin expressly quotes them, which our 
do not now substantially contain. And if we 
urther, and take in the whole mass of Justin’s 
yus references to the life and teaching of Christ, 
‘ral effect is the same. The resemblance be- 
e narratives is in the one case more exact, but 
her it is more extensive. Up to this point of 
iry, and omitting for the moment all considera- 
Justin’s historical relation to the anonymous 
Canon of Muratori’ and to Irenzus, the identi- 
of his Memoirs with our Gospels seems to be as 
ile as it is natural. But on the other hand it is 
: there are fatal objections to this identification ; 
‘in nowhere mentions the Evangelists by name: 
text of his quotations differs materially from 
the Gospels: that he introduces Apocryphal 
s into his narrative. And each of these state- 
1ust be examined before the right weight can 
ned to these general coincidences between the 
and Memoirs in subject, language, and charac- 
hich we have hitherto spoken. 

s been already shewn’ that there were peculiar 
ances in Justin’s case which rendered any defi- 
tation of the Evangelists unlikely and unsuit- 
n if such a mode of quotation had been com- 
the time. But in fact when he referred to 

2 See below § 12. . 3p. 110. 


Objections te 
their identi- 
Sication with 
our Gospels. 


(1) The an- 
thors’ names 
are not men- 
tioned, 


but the Gos- 
pels ave 
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Chap. ii, | written records of Christ's life and words he made an 


constantly | advance beyond which the later Apologists rarely pro- 


referred to 
anonymous: | ceeded’. Zatian his scholar has several allusions to | 


ly by other 
writers passages contained in the Gospels of St Matthew and 
St John, but they are all anonymous*. A+shenagoras 
quotes the words of our Lord as they stand in St Mat- 
thew four times, and appears to allude to passages in 
; St Mark and St John, but he nowhere mentions the | 
name of an Evangelist®. Zeophilus in his Books to 
Autolycus cites five or six precepts from ‘the Gospel’ 
or ‘the Evangelic voice, and once only mentions John 
as ‘a man moved by the Holy Spirit,’ quoting the pro- 
logue to his Gospel; though he elsewhere classes the 
Evangelists with the Prophets as all inspired by the 
same Spirit’. In Hermias and Minucius Felix there ap- 
pears to be no reference at all to the Gospels. The 
usage of Zertullian is very remarkable. In his other 
books he quotes the Gospels continually, and mentions 
each of the Evangelists by name, though his references 
to the writers of the Gospels are rare; but in his Apo- 
logy, while he gives a gencral view of Christ's life and 
teaching, and speaks of the Scriptures as the food and 
the comfort of the Christian*, he nowhere cites the Gos- 
pels, and scarcely exhibits any coincidence of language 


1 Cf. Norton, Genuineness of the elynxev dxbdovda ciploxera: wal ra 

Gospels, 1. 1373; Semisch, 83 ff. TaY ZpopyTay xal Trav evayyeNeur 
2 Orat.¢. Gr. c. 303 Matt. xill. 44. Exe, da 7d Tos wdvras wvevparo- 

Cf. Frag. i., ii.; Matt. vi. 24, 19; Gdpous évl wrevtuars Deov Acdadrnaéva. 
xxil. 30. Orat. c.§; Johni. 1: c.4; If the commentaries attributed to 
ohn iv. Nia c. 13; Johni. 5: c. 19; him were genuine he wrote on the 
ohn i. four Evangelists. 

: ‘Apo p- 2; Matt. v. 39,40: p.11; 9 Cf. ad Astol. 111. p. 1263 Matt. v. 
Matt. v.44, 45: p-12; Matt. v. 46,47: 28, 32, 44, 46; vi. 3: ed. II. p. 93; 
p- 36; bag v. 28: Ap. p- 373 Mark Luke xviii. 17: ed. 11. § 22, p. 100; 
x. 6, 11: Ap. p. 12; John xvii. 3. John i. 1, 3. 

Md Autolyeum, III. § 12, p. 124: ° Ap. cc. xxi. pp. §7 Sqq.; xxxix. 
Ere why xal wepl dicxaoodyns 73 6 yduos Pp. 93. 
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investigated the relation of the Synoptic Gospels to St 
John, and his use of the words of Scripture is constant 
and extensive ; and yet in his ‘Exhortation to Gentiles,’ 
while he quotcs every Gospel, and all except St Mark 
repeatedly, he mentions St John alone by name, and 
that but once*. Cyprian in his address to Demetrian 
quotes words of our Lord as given by St Matthew and 
St John, but says nothing of the source from which 
he derived them’. The books of Origen against Celsus 
turned in a great measure on the criticism of the Gos- 
pels, for Celsus had diligently examined them to find 
objections to Christianity; and yet even there the com- 
mon custom prevails. In the first book for instance our 
‘Lord’s words are quoted from the text of our Gospels 
more than a dozen times anonymously, and only once, 
so far as J have observed, with the mention of the Gos- 
pel in which they were to be found*. At a still later time 
Lactantius blamed Cyprian for quoting Scripture in a 
controversy with a heathen’, and though he shews in 
his Institutions an intimate acquaintance with the writ- 
ings of the Evangelists he mentions only John by name, 
quoting the beginning of his Gospel®. <Arnodius again 
makes no allusion to the Gospels; and Lusebius, to 
whose zeal we owe most of what is known of the history 
of the New Testament, though he quotes the Gospels 
eighteen times in his ‘Introduction to Christian Evi- 
dences’ (Przparatio Evangelica), yet always docs so 





2 The only passage I have noticed quotes the Gospels of St John, St 
isc. xxxi. (Matt. v. 44). The same Luke and St Mark by name for facts, 
is true of the imperfect book ad Na- cc. li. Ix., Ixii.; and St Matthew 


tones. three times as used by Celsus, cc. 
2 Protrep.§ 59. XXXiV., XXXviii., xl. 
3 Ad Demetr. c. i.; Matt. vii. 6: 5 Jnstit. v. 4. 

c. xxiv.; John xvii. 3. © Jnstit. IV. 8. 


© c. lxili.; Luke v. 8. He also 


with them’. Clement of Alexandria, as is well known, 
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Prophets. 


without naming the Evangelist of whose writings he 
makes use’. 

It would be easy to extend what has been said :—to. 
shew that the words of ‘the Apostle’ are quoted scarcely 
less frequently than those of the Lord, without any more 
exact citation :—that this custom of indefinite reference 
is not confined to Apologetic writings, of which indeed 
it is peculiarly characteristic, but likewise traceable in 
many other cases :—that a habit which arose almost 
necessarily in an age of manuscript literature has not 
ceased even when the printing-press has left no mate 
rial hindrances to occasion or excuse it; but this would 
lead us away from our subject, and it must be suf 
ficiently clear that if Justin differs in any way from 
other similar writers as to the mode in which he intro 
duces his Evangelic quotations, it is because he has de- 
scribed with unusual care the sources from which he 
drew them. He is not less but more explicit than later 
Apologists as to the writings from which he derives his 
accounts of the Lord’s life and teaching. 

Justin’s method of quotation from the Old Testa- 
ment may seem at first sight to create a difficulty. It 
has been calculated that he makes 197 citations with 
exact references to their source, and 117 indefinitely. 
But under any circumstances this fact would affect the 
peculiar estimation, and not the historical reception, of 
the New Testament books*. And since the same phe 
nomenon occurs in writers like Clement of Alexandria 
and Cyprian, whose views on the inspiration and autho 


1 Are we to suppose that Eusebius be drawn from the fact that Justs 
‘not only attached small importance mentions no author’s name ? 
‘to the [Memoirs] but also that he ? In the Apostolic Fathers Scrip 
‘ was actually ignorant of the author’s tural quotations are almost unives 
‘name...,’ the inference which, we sally anonymous. Cf. p. 52. 
are told (Supernat. Rel. 1. 303), must 
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f 
ity of the New Testament were most definite and full, 
‘its explanation must be sought for on other principles. 
As far as Justin is concerned, the search leads to a satis- 
_fxtory conclusion. His quotations are, I believe, ex- 
dusively prophecies ; and the purpose for which he intro- 
duces them required particularity of reference’. The 
poof of Christianity, even for the heathen, was to be 
derived, as he tells us, from the fulfilment of prophecy’. 
The gift of foretelling the future—for already in his 
time this was the common view of a prophet’s work— 
; Wasa certain mark of a divine power; and the antiquity 
dthe Prophets invested them with a venerable dignity 
“beyond all other, poets or seers. To quote prophecy 
| kabitually without mentioning the Prophet’s name would 
be to deprive it of half its value; and if it seem strange 
that Justin does not quote Evangelists like Prophets, it 
is no less worthy of notice that he does quote by 
‘mame the single prophetic book of the New Testament. 


' 
‘Moreover also among us a man named John, one of | 7ustin w- 


i*the Apostles of Christ, prophesied in a revelation made 
‘to him that those who have believed on our Christ shall 
“spend a thousand years in Jerusalem’...’ This refer- 
‘ace to the Apocalypse appears to illustrate the dif- 
ference which Justin makes between his quotations from 
the Prophecies and the Gospels; and it is sufficiently 
justified both by the usage of later writers and by the 
object which he had in view‘. 


- Leg, Ap. 1. 33: Movofs rpdros xadiper yevouery abr xia Ern ror 
the rpogyruw yeriperos...xal ’Hoatas caw év ‘lepovcadhu rovs ry huerdpy 
8 Dros xpogijrns... Xpory mwiorevoavras wpoepyrevoe... 
2 Ap. 1.14; and 30: rh» dwé3egi The constrained manner of this spe- 
By recqoéucba ov trois A¢yoves wic- cial reference in itself serves to ex- 
rberres GAA Tos xpopyretoves wply plain why Justin did not mention the 
| ports Gas war dvdyxny weObpern... Christian writers more frequently. 
Dial. c. 81; éwedh xal wap ‘¢ It is very remarkable that Justin 
pis dvip tis @ Svoua ‘Iwdyvys, els makes no allusion to our Lord’s pro- 
- to Xporov, éy dwo- phecy of the destruction of Jerusa- 


Jers lo the 


Apocalypse 
Z St Fohss 
Rane. 
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Chap. ii. From Justin’s indefiniteness of reference we next pas 
Sa The °- | to his inexactness of quotation. Though it sounds like | 
dijerfrom || paradox, it is no less true, that up to a certain poin 
ae familiarity with a book causes it to be quoted inaccw 

rately. The memory is trusted where otherwise the 
text would be transcribed, and the error thus originated 
becomes perhaps a tradition. In addition to this dis- 
turbing influence, which must have been at least as 
powerful in Justin’s time as in our own and as fruitful 
Various de- | Of mistakes, the accuracy of Scriptural quotations varied 
cuvacyin | according to a natural law derived from their subject 
quotation. é . 
matter. In history the facts of the narrative seem of 
the first importance: in ethics the sense and spirit of 
the precept : in prophecy and doctrine the precise words 
of the Divine lesson. Conformably with this generat 
rule Justin like the other Fathers may be expected to 
relate the events of Christ’s life often in his own words 
combining, arranging, modifying, as the occasion may 
require: like them he may be expected to change bet 
|rarely the language of the Gospels in citing Christ’s 
teaching, though he transpose words and clauses: like 
them too, we may be allowed to believe, he would have 
quoted the language of the New Testament with scr 
pulous care in his polemical writings if they had bees 
preserved to us. If this be a mere supposition, it mus 
be remembered that we have no longer those books of hi 
in which we might have expected to find critical accuracy 

The general But at the same time it is to be noticed that Justit 
Justin s appears to be remarkable for freedom, not only in his us 
fromthe | of classical authors’, but also in his treatment of the Ok 
ma Testament, even in the Dialogue, in which it forms thi 


lem. It is quoted in the Clementine detail, pp. 232 ff. Examples ma 
Homilies (Hom. WW. 15; Credner, I. i found, Ap. I. 3 (Plat. Resp. V 
291). 73D); Ap. 1. 10 (Zim. p. 18 
1 Semisch has examined them in ae I. 11 (Xen. Afem. 11. 1). 
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real basis of his argument. In these cases his quotations 

are confessedly taken from books, whether by memory or 
reference; and the original text can be compared with his 
version of it. Here at least we can determine the limits 
of accuracy within which he confined himself; and when 
they have been once fixed they will serve as a standard. 
No greater accuracy is to be expected anywhere than in 
the use of the Prophecies ; and a few characteristic exam- 
ples of his mode of dealing with them as well as with the 
other writings of the Old Testament will shew what kind 
of variations we must be prepared to find in any refer- 
ences which he may make to the Gospel-narrative’. 

The first and most striking phenomenon in his quota- 
tions is the combination of detached texts, sometimes 
taken from different parts of the same book, and some- 
times from different books. Thus when he is explaining 
the presence of the spirit of Elias in John the Baptist 
against Trypho’s objection he says: ‘Does it not seem to 
‘you that the same transference was made in the case of 
‘ Joshua—when Moses was commanded to place his hands 
‘on Joshua (Numb. xxvii. 18), when God said to him 
‘And I will impart to him of the Spirit that is in thee*?? 
(c. xi. 17). So again when shewing that the Word is the 
Messenger (ayyedos kat amrooroAos) of God he adds: ‘And 
‘moreover this will be made clear from the writings of 
‘Moses. Now it is said in them thus: Zhe Angel of the 
‘Lord spake to Moses in a flame of fire out of the bush 
‘and said: Tam That I Am (6 ov), the God of Abraham, 
‘the God of Isaac, the God of Facob, the God of thy fathers. 
‘Go down to Egypt and lead forth my people’’ Passages 


1 See note A at the end of the 
Section. 

2 Dial. c. 49. The passage Numb. 
xi. 17 refers to the seventy elders. 
Crednet appears to have omitted this 


quotation. 

3 Ap 1. 63. Exod. iii. 2, 14, 6, 10. 
‘These free quotations are adapted 
‘to the wants of heathen readers’ 
(Credner, 11. 58). By a reasonable 


io ie) 
To 4 


Chap. ii. 





(a) Combina- 
tion of dif- 
Serent texts. 


In the — 


Dialogue. 


In the 
Apology. 
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tion of texts. 
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of different writers are combined even when the citation 
is made expressly from one. ‘For Jeremiah cries thus,’ we 
read, ‘Woe to you, because ye forsook a living fountain, 
‘and digged for yourselves broken cisterns which will not be 
‘able to hold water (Jerem. ii. 13). Shall there be a wil- 
‘derness [without water| where the Mount Ston is (Isai. xvi. 
‘1, LXX.), decause I gave to Ferusalem a bill of divorce in 
‘your sight’? (Jerem. iii. 8). The intertexture of various 
passages is sometimes still more complicated. ‘What then 
‘the people of the Jews will say and do when they see 
‘Christ’s advent in glory has been thus told in prophecy 
‘by Zacharias: J will charge the four winds to gathe” 
‘together my children who have been scattered, I will 
‘charge the north wind to bring, and the south wind not 
‘to hinder (cf. Zech. ii.6; Isai. xliii. 5). And then shall 
‘there be in Jerusalem a great lamentation, not a lamen- 
‘tation of mouths and lips, but a lamentation of heart 
‘(Zech. xii. 11), and they shall not rend their garments, 
‘but their minds (Joel ti. 13). They shall lament tribe to 
‘tribe (Zech. xii. 12); and then they shall look on him 
‘whom they prerced (Zech. xii. 10), and say: Why, O Lord, 
‘didst thou make us to err from Thy way ? (Isai. |xiii. 17). 
‘The glory which our fathers blessed is turned to our re- 
‘proach*’ (Isai. |xiv. 11). 

The same cause which led Justin to combine various 
texts in other places led him to compress, to individualize, 


adaptation these words become: 
‘These free quotations [from the 
‘Gospels] are adapted to the wants 
‘of Jewish [or heathen] readers.’ 
1 Dial. c. 114. Credner (11. 246) 
remarks that Barnabas (c. xi.) con- 
| nects the two former passages toge- 
ther; yet his text is wholly different 
from that of Justin. Cf. Semisch, 
' 262 anm. 
2 Ap. 1. §3. The clause éyovra 





els dy étexéyrncay is quoted in the 
Dialogue (c. 14) as from Hosea, 6ype- 
raz 6 Aads vow Kal yrwpiel els dy éfe- 
xévrnoay. The reading in the LXX. 
is éwcBréporrat wpds pe av0" dy xa- 
twpxnoayvro, which arose from a dou- 
ble interchange of the Hebrew letters 
1%. The rendering which Justin 
gives occurs in John xix. 37, and also 
= Apoc.i.7. Cf. Credner, pp. 293 
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to adapt, the exact words of Scripture for the better ex- 
pression of his meaning ; and at times he may appear to 
misuse the passages which he quotes. The extent to 
which this licence is carried will appear from the following 
examples. 

In speaking of the duty of proclaiming the truth 
which we know, and of the judgment which will fall on 
those who know and tell it not, he quotes the declaration 
of God by Ezechiel : ‘J have placed thee as a watchman to 
‘the house of Fudah. Should the sinner sin, and thou not 
‘lastify to him, he indeed shall perish for his sin, but from 
‘thee will I require his blood; but if thou testify to him, 
‘thou shalt be blameless’ (Ezech. iii. 17—19). In this 
quotation only two phrases of the original text remain ; 
but the remainder expresses the sense of the Prophet with 
conciseness and force’. Again, when referring to Plato’s 
idea of the cruciform distribution of the principle of life 
through the universe’, he says, ‘This likewise he borrowed 
‘from Moses ; for in the writings of Moses it is recorded 
‘that at that point of time when the Israelites came out 
‘of Egypt and were in the wilderness venomous beasts 
‘tacountered them, vipers and asps and serpents of all 
‘kinds, which killed the people ; and that by inspiration 
‘and impulse of God Moses took brass and made an image 
‘ofa cross and set this on (ézi, dat.) the holy tabernacle, 
‘and said to the people: Should you look on this image 
‘and believe in it, you shall be saved. And he has recorded 
‘that when this was done the serpents died, and so the 
‘people escaped death” (Numb. xxi. 8, 9, sqq.). The de- 


) Dial. ¢. 82. tion of the passage is characteristic : 

‘PL Zim. p. 36 B: ravryy obv Thy ’Exlacer avrov [sc. Trav uldy Tou Geot] 
wacay Simi xara piixos év ry rarrl. 

Oxlees, ulonw xpds tony éxartpay * Ap. 1. 60. From the compari- 

Dias olor (x) mpecBaduw» xaré- son of John iii. 15, I prefer to put 

Mfo es xixhev... Justin’s quota- the stop after éy atrg. Credner 


In the 
Dialogue. 


In the 
Apology. 
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tails of the fabrication of a cross rather than of a serpent, 
of the erection of the life-giving symbol on the tabernacle 
—that type of the outward world, of the address of Moses 
to the people, are due entirely to Justin’s interpretation of 
the narrative. He gave what he thought to be the spirit 
and meaning of the passage, and in so doing has not pre- 
served one significant word of the original text. 

In many cases it is possible to explain these peculiari- 
ties of Justin’s quotations by supposing that he intention- 
ally deviated from the common text in order to bring out 
its meaning more clearly: in others he may have followed 
a traditional rendering or accommodation of scriptural 
language, such as are current at all times; but after every 
allowance has been made, a large residue of passages 
remains from which it is evident that the variations often 
spring from errors of memory. He quotes, for instance, 
the same passage in various forms; and that not only in 
different books, but even in the same book, and at short 
intervals. He ascribes texts to wrong authors; and that 
in the Dialogue as well as in the Apology, even when he 
shews in other places that he is not ignorant of their true 
source’. And once more: the variations are most remark- 

| able and frequent in short passages: that is exactly in 
those for which it would scem superfluous to unroll the 

MS. and refer to the original text’. 
If then it be sufficiently made out that Justin dealt in 


These varia- 
tions tn 
WARY Cases 
wnust be 
ervors of 
memory. 


Application 
of Justin's 


(p. 28) omits éy apparently by mis- 
take. It will be observed that in the 
quotation each chief word is changed: 
wpooBr\érew is substituted for ém- 
Prtérew, cwfecOae for ¢pv, and miw- 
revew is introduced as the condition 
of healing. These changes are also 
preserved in a general way in the 
second allusion to the passage, Dial. 
c. 94, which otherwise approaches 
more nearly to the LXX. 

4 In the Apology: Zephaniah for 


Zechariah (c. 3); Jeremiah for Da- 
niel (c. §1); Isaiah for Jeremiah (c. 
&3). In the Dialogue: ata for 
Isaiah (c. 12); Hosea for Zechariah 
(c. 14); Zechariah for Malachi (c. 49). 
The first passage (Zech. ix. 9) is 
rightly quoted in Dia/. c. &3; the 
next (Dan. vii. 13) rightly alluded to 
in Dial, c. 76. Cf. Semisch, 240 anm. 

2 See note B at the end of the 
Section. 


1] JOTI STATE: 127 


a ee 


ineach jot and tittle by the authority of Christ himself, ; Frangnne 
which was already inwrought into the Christian dialect by 
long and habitual use, which was familiarized to the 
Christian disputant by continual and minute controversy: 
—can it be expected that he should use the text of the 
Gospels with more scrupulous care? that he should in 
every case refer to his manuscript to ascertain the exact 
words of the record? that he should preserve them free 
from traditional details? that he should keep distinctly 
separate cognate accounts of the same event, complemen- 
tary narratives of the same discourse? If he combined 
the words of Prophets to convey to the heathen a fuller 
notion of their divine wisdom, and often contented himself | 
with the sense of Scripture even when he argued witha 
Jew, can it be a matter of surprise that to heathen and to 
Jews alike he sets forth rather the substance than the 
letter of those Christian writings which had for them no 
individual authority? In proportion as the idea of a New 
Testament Canon was less clear in his time, or at least 
less familiarly realized by ancient usage, than that of the 
Old Testament; in proportion as the Apostolic writings 
were invested with less objective worth for those whom he 
addressed; we may expect to find his quotations from 
the Evangelists more vague and imperfect and inaccurate 
than those from the Prophets. So far as it is not so, the 
fact implies that personal study had supplied the place 
of traditional knowledge, that what was wanting to the 
Christian Scriptures in the clearness of defined authority 
was madc up by the sense of their individual value. 
It has been said that Justin’s quotations are fre- | Fustin's 


; repeated 
quently made from memory’. This appears to be an | guotations. 


1 The hypothesis that Justin so he did what any one in‘a similar posi- 
quoted, is simply the supposition that tion would do still. Ile was steeped 
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inevitable conclusion from the fact, that where he quotes 
a saying twice the quotations for the most part present 
differences greater or less. Such differences would have 
been impossible if in each case he had referred to his 


‘written Gospel.’ 


The examples of repeated quotations 


which I have noticed are the following: 


A pol. 15. 
But be ye kind and pitiful 
(ypnorot cal olxrippoves) 


>| as also your Father 


ts kind and pitiful, 


and He maketh His sun to rise 
upon simmers and just men and 
evil. 


Dial. 96. 

Be ye kind and pitiful (ypnerei 
Kal oixrippoves) 

as also your Acavenly Father. 

For we see the Almighty God 
kind and pitiful, 

making His sun to rise upoa 
unthankful men and just, 

and raining upon holy men and 
evil... 


The addition of ypnoros, which is not found in our 
texts, in both passages points to a various reading. 


A pol. 15. 
Pray for your enemies (rov éy9. 
vpav), 
and love those that hate you, 
and bless those that curse you, 
and pray for those that despite- 
fully use you. 


Dial. 133. 
to pray even for enemies (res 
€x9p.), 
and to love those that hate, 
and to bless those that curse. 


- 


Here the coincidences of pray for for love, and of: 
love for do good to, mark a different form (perhaps oral). 


of the precept from that found in our text. 


pp. 142 f. 


in the words of the Lord gathered 
from the Gospels and he brought 
them together as they rose before 
him in a connexion harmonious with 
his purpose. The aim of the Mis- 
sionary or the Preacher is to con- 
vey the effect of that with which he 


Compare 


is filled. No one, I imagine, 
poe that Justin picked out slcaaes 
rom his MS. any more than we: 
ourselves pick out phrases from oer. 
printed Bibles when we link passage 
with passage. 


I.] 
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A pol. 16. 
When one came to him 
and said, 

Good Master, He answered 
saying, 

No one is good 

except only God 

who made all things. 


Dial. 101. 
When one said to him, 


Good Master, He answered, 
Why callest thou me good? 


One ts good, my Father 
which is in heaven. 


The difference here is complete. 


Apol. 16. 
But many shall say to me, 
Lord, Lord, did we not in Thy 
name 
eat and drink and do mighty 
works ? 
And then | will say to them, 
Depart from me 
Ye workers of iniquity. 


Dial. 76. 
Many shall say to me a that day, 
Lord, Lord, did we not in Thy 
name 
eat and drink and prophesy and 
cast out devils? 
And I will say to them, 
Depart from me. 


Here again the differences are remarkable. 


A pol. 16, 
Whoso heareth me 
and docth what I say 
heareth Him that sent me. 


A pol. 16. 
For many shall come (nfova:) 
in my name 
clothed without sadeed in sheep- 
skins, 
but déeing inwardly ravening 
wolves. 


A pol. 62. 
He that heareth me 


heareth Him that sent me. 


Dial. 35. 
Many shall come (€Xevoovras) 
In my name 
clothed without in sheep-skins, 


but inwardly ¢hey are ravening 
wolves. 


The coincidence of S€puzata wpo8atwy (sheep-skins) 
is remarkable and perhaps points to a distinct reading. 


Yet compare p. 141. 
es | 
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Apol. 63. 
No man knoweth (éyvo) 


the Father, save the Son; 
nor the Son, save the Father 
and they to whom the Son 
reveals Him. 


Compare p. 134 n. 


Dial. 17. 
whited sepulchres, 
appearing fair without 
but full within of dead men’s 
bones. 


Dial. 76 (cf. c. 51). 
The Son of Man must suffer 
many things and be rejected 
by the Scribes and Pharisees, 
and be crucified and on the 
third day rise again. 
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Dial, 100. 
No man cometh to know (ywe- 
oxet) 
the Father, save the Son; 
nor the Son, save the Father 
and they to whom the Son 
reveals Him. 


Dial, 112. 
whited sepulchres, 
appearing fair without 
and full within of dead men’s 
bones. 


Dial. too. 
The Son of Man must suffer 
many things and be rejected 
by the Pharisees and Scribes, 
and be crucified and on the 
third day rise again. 


The insertion of ‘the Pharisees’ must be noticed. 


See p. 141. 


Dial. 49. 
But He that is stronger than I 
shall come (£e:), whose sandals 
I am not worthy to bear. 


Dial, 88. 
For He that is stronger than I 
shall come (je), whose sandals 
I am not worthy to bear. 


The occurrence of #£e in both places seems to mark 
a true various reading. Compare pp. 143 ff. 


A careful consideration of these crucial passages 


will, I believe, establish two conclusions which explain all 
the phenomena offered by Justin’s quotations: the first is, 
that he quoted (often, at least,) from memory, and the 
second, that his Evangelic texts had several readings (like 
those of D, for example,) of which there are either few 
or no traces elsewhere. 





1.J JUSTIN MARTYR. 


To examine in detail the whole of Justin’s quotations 
would be tedious and unnecessary. It will be enough to 
examine (1) those which are alleged by him as quotations, 
and those also which though anonymous are yet found re- 
peated with the same variations either (2) in Justin’s own 
writings or (3) in heretical books. It is evidently on 
these quotations that the decision hangs. If they be 
| Maturally reconcilable with Justin’s use of the Canonical 
Gospels, the partial inaccuracy of the remainder can be 
of little moment. But if they be clearly derived from 
uncanonical sources, the general coincidence of the mass 
with our Gospels only shews that there was a wide uni- 
formity in the Evangelic tradition. 

In seven passages only, as far as I can discover’, 
does Justin distinctly quote the Memoirs (yéypamrrat); and 
in these passages, if anywhere, it is natural to expect 
that he will preserve the exact language of one of the 
Gospels which he used, just as in anonymous quotations 
we may conclude that he gives the substance of the com- 
























(a) Express 
guotations 
jSrom 
Memoirs. 


















mon narrative*. The result 


3 Ap. 1. 66 (Luke xxii. 19, 20) and 
Dial. c. 103 (Luke xxii. 42—44) (cf. 
Matt. xxvi. 28)are not properly quota- 
Bons of words, but concise narra- 
‘fives. The first runs as follows: ol 
ye dxboroda dy rois -yevoudvos tr 
Grin droprnporeduaciy, d Kadeirat 
ourws rapédwxay évrerddOat 
eras’ rde ‘Inacoly \aSbvra dproyv edxa- 
pergcarra elweiy’ Tovro mwovetre els 
te bdyenoiy pou: cal 7rd rornpoy 
tnelues AaBSera xal edxaptornoarra 
Touré dor: 7d alud pov cal pdvors 
Gras weradsiva:. The reference, it 
‘Wil be observed, is to ‘the Gospels’ 
) and to ‘the Apostles,’ and 
|e account is oblique. No more is 
ted than is sufficient to establish the 
parallel with the Mithraic mysteries 
Mhich he draws. The marvel is, not 
hat Justin should have compressed 


V4 ih 


\s 


of a first view of these pas- 


the record, but that he should have 
told so much of a sacrament which 
was carefully kept from public know- 
ledge. Comp. Dial. 70. 

The second passage has been al- 
ready noticed p. Urs, n. I. 

Differences in detail supposed to 
have been derived by Justin from 
the Afemoirs will be examined in the 
next division (3). 

2 The general moral teaching of 
the Lord which is epitomised in Af. 
I. 18—17 is introduced by the follow- 
ing phrases rocotroy elrev—raura 
éd:dakeyv—ravra Epn—ovrws wapexe- 
Aetcaro — ws 0 Xprords eunvucer 
elrw»—I venture to think that few 
will admit that words so introduced 
in the connexion in which they stand 
are ‘* professedly literal quotations” 


from written documents (S#pernat. 
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sages is striking. Of the seven five agree verbally with 
the text of St Matthew or St Luke, exhibiting indeed 
three slight various readings not elsewhere found, but 
such as are easily explicable’: the sixth is a compressed 


Rel. ¥. pp. 375 ff.). The same gene- 
ral forms of reference (elpnxe:, &g7, 
é8(3age, ¢8éa) are used in all cases 
(I believe) except those quoted in 
these paragraphs (a). 

1 The passages are these : 

1. Dial. c. 103: ovros 6 &dBodos 
...€Y TOS Aropynuovevpact TOY do- 
oré\wy yéyparra: mpocedOay alto 
kal weipdtwy péxpe Tov eireiy airp 
TIpooxiyncdy por’ Kai dwoxplyacbat 
al’rg rov Xporée “Traye dalow 
fou gcarava Kxulptov roy Gedy 
| gov wpogkuynocers KalauTg@ péry 

harpevoecs=Matt. iv. ro. The 
addition éxlew pov is supported by 
fairly good authority, though proba- 
bly it is only a very early interpola- 
tion, as early as the time of Justin, 
like other readings of D Syr. Vt. and 
Lat. Vt. The form of the quotation 
explains the omission of yéypawrat 
ydp, which Justin indeed elsewhere 
recognizes, c. 123: dmoxplvera: “yap 
airy Téyparrac’ nvproy rev Gedy 
K.T.A, 

In the Clementine Homilies the 
answer assumes an entirely diffcrent 
complexion (Hom. VIII. 21): awoxpt- 
vdpevos ouv Edn T'éyparras’ Kuprov 
roy Ocdy cov PoBNOncyY xal ad’ry 
Nar pevoecs pbvoy. 

2. Dial. c. 105: raira elpnxévat 
éy Tots aropynmovetpact yéyparrat’ 
"Edy ph reprocevaog vpadr ty bi- 
Kacoguvn wretoy tO ypapypa- 
réwy kal Papicalwy, ob ph ela- 
EXOnre els rnvy Baclretay rw 
odpaywy= Matt. v. 20. The trans- 
position vuwy % &x. is certainly cor- 
rect. For Clement’s variations in 

uoting this verse see Griesbach, 

yymb. Crit. Il. 251. 

3. Dial. c. 107: yéypawra év 
Tos ATouynuovevpacw Ort ol awd Tou 
yévous vow ousnrovrres auTp fAreyor 


ee eee ee: 


[on Acigtov qyiv onpueiov. Kal anxe- 


kplyaro avroiss Teved rovnpa cal 
porxadls onpetoy ercenret, cal 
onpmetov ot 800hcerat aiTras el 
wn 7b onuetoy ‘lwvG=Matt. xii. 
[38], 39- The first part, as its form 
shews, is quoted freely; our Lord’s 
answer differs from the text of St 
Matthew only in reading avrots for 
avrg. Such a confusion of relatives 
with an antecedent like yevea is very 
common. Cf. Luke x. 13 (xaOuevos 
-at); Actsii. 3 (éxd@:cev-ay). Winer, 
N. T. Gramm. § 58. 4. b, p. 458 (ed. 6). 

4- Dial. c. 49: 6 typérepos Xpe- 
ords elphxet... HAlas wey érevoeras 
kal dwoxaraorihoce: wdyra’ AE 
yu Sé vuuty ore 'HAlas nbn HrAGe, 
kal ovx éréyvwoay avrdy a@rXN 
érolncay airy doa H0éXncaPr’ 
kal yéyparra ore rére curixar 
ol pa@nral ore rept "Iwdvvov 
rot Bawrlorov elrey avrots= 
Matt. xvii. r1—13. The express 
quotation (ver. 13) agrees exactly 
with the text of St Matthew, and 
Credner admits that it must have 
been taken from his Gospel (p. 237). 
In the other part the text of St Mat- 
thew has pxerac (xpwroe is certainly 
spurious), and é avrg, but the pre- 
position is omitted by 8 D F U &«., 
see however Mark ix. 13. Credner 
insists (p. 219) on the variation é\eé- 
gecOat (repeated again in the same 
chapter); with how much justice the 
various readings in Luke xxiii. 29 may 
shew. See also Gen. xviii. 14: dva- 
orptpw (Dial. c. 56); droorpéyw 
(Dial. c. 126); dvaorpéyw (LXX.). 
Cf. p. 140, and the next note. [This 
passage is inserted with some doubt 
on account of the use of yéypamrra.] 

5. Dial. c. 105: xal yap dwodb- 
dovs rd wveiua éxl ry craup@ elwe° 
Idrnp els xetpds cov raparl- 
Ocuac Td wrevpd pou’ ws cal dx 
Tay arouynuoveundraw Kal rovro Eua- 





1] JUSTIN MARTYR. 


summary of words related by St Matthew: the seventh 
alone presents an important variation in the text of a 
verse, which is however otherwise very uncertain. Our 
‘inquiry is thus confined to the last two instances; and 
it must be seen whether their disagreement from the 
Synoptic Gospels is such as to outweigh the agreement 
the remaining five. 

The first passage occurs in the account which Justin 
gives of the Crucifixion as illustrating the prophecy in 
Palm xxi.: ‘Those who looked on Christ as He hung 
‘on the Cross shook their heads and pointed with their 
‘lips and sneering said in mockery these things which 
‘are also written in the Memoirs of His Apostles: He 
‘called Himself the Son of Ged ; let Him come down and 
‘walk ; det God save Him'.’ These exact words do not 
ecur in our Gospels. In St Matthew the taunts are: 
Thou that destroyest the Temple and buildest it in three 
days, save Thyself: if Thou art the Son of God, come 
own from the Cross...He saved others: Himself He 
aanot save. He ts the King of Israel: let Him now 
ome down from the Cross and we will believe on Him. 
Ye trusted on God: let Him deliver Him now if He will 
sve Him; for He said, | am the Son of God. St Mark 
fives a slight variation of one phrase: Let the Christ, the 
King of Israel, come down from the Cross, that we may sce 
md believe. St Luke’s quotation is shorter: He saved 
lw = Luke xxiii. 46. The quotation reirw’ cwodrw avriy 6 Ocbs. The 
bverbally correct: waparifeuxa:, not account in the Apology (1. 38) appears 
tagaticoua:, is certainly the right to prove that Justin gives only the 

A substance of the Evangelic account: 

"3 Dial. c. 101: Ol Gewpotvres av- Lravpwhtvros yap avrou éiéorpepoy 
We isravpwpdvor al kepards Exacros rd xeihn nal éxlvouw rds xepards Aé- 
beew cal ra xelty didorpepoy yovres’ ‘O vexpods dvayepas pucdcbw 
al reis putwrijpow dv adrApdors tT dce- davrdy. It is strange that in the quo- 
+ Breyor elpwreviuere ravra tation from the Psalm in Dial. /. ¢. 

sal dy rots dr opynuoves pact trav the words owodrw avrdy are omitted, 


avrov y¢yparra:. Yldy though they are given inc. 98. 
let davriv ENeye, xaraBas wepiwa- 


Chap. ii. 


Their dise 
apreement, 
Matt. xxvii. 


9 $qq. 
Mi xv. 29 ff. 
Luke xxiii. 
35- 
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others; let Him save Himself, tf this ts the Christ of God, 
the Chosen. The peculiarity of Justin’s phrase lies in the 
word ‘[let Him] walk’. No Manuscript or Father (so 
far as we know) has preserved any reading of the passage’ 
with this peculiarity; and if it appear that Justin’s quo- 
tation is not deducible from our Gospels, due allowance 
being made for the object which he had in view, that is, 
to give a summary account of the record of the Evangelic 
narratives, its source must remain concealed. 

The remaining passage is more remarkable. While 
interpreting the same Psalm xxi. Justin speaks of Christ 
as dwelling in the holy place, as the praise of Israel, to 
whom the mysterious blessings pronounced in old times 
to the Patriarchs belonged; and then he adds: ‘Yea 
‘and it is written in the Gospel that he said: A// things 
‘have been delivered to me by the Father; and no man 
‘knoweth the Father except the Son, nor the Son except the 
‘Father, and those to whomsoever the Son shall reveal 
‘(the Father and Himself \*. The last clause occurs 
again twice in the Apology, with the single variation 
that the verb is an aorist (€yyw) and not a present 
(yevadoxer)”. 

There are here three various readings to be noticed. 


1 It must be remarked that this 
word is not found in 4/. 1. 38 where 
the taunt is said to be (ws padeiy 
divacGe) 'O vexpods dvayelpas pucdcbw 
dauréy. Nothing, I think, could 
shew more clearly that Justin pur- 
poses to give only the substance of 
the narrative which he quotes. 

2 Dial. c. 100: xal év rq evayye- 
My 8¢ yéycawra: elrwy [6 Xpiords’] 
IIdvyra pot wapadédorac brd tot ra- 
Tpos xal ovdels ywwoxes roy wardpa 
ef wh 6 vids’ ovde roy vldy ef wh d ra- 
rip xal ols dy 6 vids dwoxadtyy. The 
last word dmwroxa\tyz, as it has no 
immediate object, is I believe equi- 


valent to ‘makes a revelation,” s.¢. of 
His own nature and of the nature 
of the Father. So I find Augustine 
takes the passage: Quest. Evv. 1. 3. 

3 Ap. 1. 63 (bis). Credner (1. 248 
ff.) insists on the appearance of this 
reading &yrw, as if it were a mark of 
the influence of Gnostic documents 
on Justin’s narrative. It is a suffi- 
cient answer that the reading is not 
only found in Marcion and the Cle- 
mentines, but also repeatedly in 
Clement of Alexandria and Ori 
(Griesb. Syd. Crit. 1. 271). Cf. 
Semisch, p. 367. 





I.J JUSTIN MARTYR. 





‘All things have been delivered fo me (arapadéborat)’ for 
‘all things were (aor.) delivered fo me (sraped00n)’—the 
transposition of the words Father and Son—the phrase 
‘ those to whomsoever the Son shall reveal {Him)]’ for ‘he 
‘to whomsoever the Son shall please to [BovrAnrat] reveal 
‘[Afsm)]’. Of these the first is not found in any authority 
in the text of St Matthew, but it occurs in a few copies 
of St Luke and is a common variation’; and the last is 
supported by Clement, Origen, and other Fathers, so 
that it cannot prove anything against Justin’s use of the 
Canonical Gospels’, while Justin himself in another place 
uses the present. 

The transposition of the words still remains; and 
how little weight can be attached to that will appear 
upon an examination of the various forms in which the 
text is quoted by Fathers like Origen, Irenzus, and 
Epiphanius, who admitted our Gospels exclusively. It 
occurs in them, as will be seen from the table of read- 
ings, with almost every possible variation’. Irenzus in 


1 Cf. John vii. 39: Sedouévor, 800év. Abbot, /. c. pp. 92 f. 

3 Cf. Grieshach, Symb. Crit. 1, ¢. 

3 The extent of the varieties of reading found in early orthodox authorities 
independent of Justin is shewn in the following scheme : 


St Matt. xi. 27 obdels dxcyuwdoxes Tov vldy el wh 6 warnp ode roy rarépa ris 4 
Clem. Strom. 1.§178 » bya ” ” 99 F) 9 99 om. (2) 
Orig. ¢. Cels. VI. 17 55 99 ” 99 9 9 99 »9 OM. (3 
Orig. c. Cels. VII. 44 55 as », warépa, ,, vlds om. om. om. om. (4 
Clem. Strom. V. §85 [ovdels] ray wardépa Eyrw ,, 19 OM. om, om. om. (5 
Orig. in Fok. 1. § 42 ovdels Eyww rv warépa ,, ‘3 

—— in yok. XXXII. 18 ,, re », vid» ,, warnp 

(1) éxeywwoner ef wh d vids Kal § édy Botdyrar 6 vléds droxadhiwat 


(2) om. 99 9 ” »9 OF om. 99 droxaiyy 
(3) om, ry) 99 99 9 99 om, 99 ”9 ’” 
(4) om. om.om. om. om. a ae om. * _ - 
(s) OM. Wee diendierdads 1 pC OM = a “ 


Compare also Clem. Ped. 1. § 20; Strom. vil. § 58. Orig. 1% Fok. Xit. ! 


§25; xIx.§1. From this evidence it is impossible not to believe that 
éyrw was found in some early MSS. of the Gospels. 

Credner (1. p. 249) quotes from Irenzeus (Iv. 6. 1) ‘et cui revelare Pater 
voluerit,’ but I can find no authority for such a reading. The mistake at 
least shews how easy it is to misquote such a text. 








THE AGE OF THE GREEK APOLOGISTS. 


[Par | 















the course of one chapter quotes the verse first as it 
stands in the Canonical text; then in the same ordey,. 
but with the last clause like Justin’s; and once agam: 
altogether as he has given it, with the present (yivdoum, 
cognoscit)'; and in another place he gives the first clause: 
as Justin with a ‘past’ (@yvw, cognovit)*. Epiphanius 
likewise quotes the text seven times in the same order as. 
Justin, and four times as it stands in the Gospels’. If 
indeed Justin’s quotations were made from memory, 00; 
transposition could be more natural ; and if we suppose, 
that he copied the passage directly from a Manuscript, | 
there is no difficulty in believing that he may have found 
it so written ina Manuscript of the Canonical St Matthew,: 
since the variation is excluded by no internal improbe- 
bility, while it is found elsewhere, and its origin is easily: 
explicable‘. 

1 Tren. Iv. 6. 1 
Iv. 6. 7 ” ” ” 9 

— Iv. 6. 3 - »  patrem ,, 
Hereticsap.Iren./.c. ,, cognovit ,, 5 155 
Iren. Il. 4. % ” ” 
Tertull. ¢. Mare. 11. 27 6 i sis. 238 


¢. Marc.1V. 25 — scit i 
(1) cognoscit nisi filius et cui 





* 1} 9? Om. 
filius ,, 
nec se 





99 99 
voluerit filius revelare 


2) om. 2» oy 99 Quibuscunque om. ,, revelaverit 
3) om. », pater ,, »9, Om. 59 ” 
) om. ” ” ” cul Om. 5 99 


4 
Compare note 4, below. 


This variation is the more remarkable 
since in Iv. 6. 1, Irenaeus attributes 
the reading of Justin to those qui 
peritiores Apostolis volunt esse. 

2 Iren. 11. 14.7: I cansee nothing in 
this passage to indicate that Irenzeus 
is using a reading which he rejects. 
So far is novit (cognovit) from being 
of a heretical stamp, that sow is 
the reading of the Old and Vulgate 
Latin, a few copies of the former 
only reading cagnoscit (agnoscit). Au- 
gustine has both readings (cognoscit, 
novit). 

3 Semisch, p. 369. e.g. ¢ Her. 


Il. 2. 43 (p. 766); 11. 1. 4 (p. 466% 

4 Semisch has well remarked @% 
366) that the word wrarpds immet?, 
ately preceding may have led to t 
transposition. 

To avoid repetition it may be 
to give the passage as it stands 
various heretical tooks, that Justial 
independence of them may be at one 
evident. 

(a) MARCION (Dial. ap. Orig. § 4 
Pp. 283): ovdels Eyrw roy rarépa ef 
o ulds, ovdé roy uloy ris srrwbones of 
émarip. The reading of the M 
ite interlocutor is apparently 
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If the.direct quotations which Justin makes from the 
Apostolic Memoirs supply no adequate proof that he 
used any books different from our Canonical Gospels, it 
remains to be seen whether there be anything in the 
character of his indefinite references to the substance of 
the Gospels which leads to such a conclusion: whether 
there be any stereotyped variations in his narrative which 
point to a written source; and any crucial coincidences 
with other documents which shew in what direction we 
must look for it. 

It has been remarked already that a false quotation 
may become a tradition. Much more is it likely to re- 
appear from association in a writer to whom it has once 
occurred by accident, or been suggested by peculiar in- 
fluences. It must be shewn that there is something in 
the variation in the first instance which excludes the 
belief that it is merely a natural crror, before any stress 
can be laid upon the fact of its repetition, which within 
certain limits is even to be expected. Erroneous read- 
ings continually recur in the works of Fathers who have 
preserved the true text in other passages where for some 


ed in the argument. Directly after- vids dwxoxaduyy. Irenzus does not 


wards however the words are given : 
ovdeis ytrdones Tov uldv el un 6 Farnp, 
and ovdels ofS rdv viov. These varia- 
tions are found, it is to be remem- 


bered, in an argument between Chris- 
2 ti 


(8) CLEMENTINES, Hom. XVII. 4: 
obdels Eyrw roy warépa el wh 6 uléds, 
&s ob82 rap vidy Tis older [el5ev, Cred. ?] 
e ph 6 rarhp kal ols dy BovAnrat 
[AodAerasz, Cred.; Cotel.] 6 ulds dro- 
cadupa:. The text is repeated in the 
same words, //om. XVIII. 4, 13, 20 
(part). The difference of Justin’s 
reading from this is clear and strik- 
ing. Cf. Recogn. Il. 47. 

(y) The Marcosians, Iren. I. 20. 
3: eddels Eyro Tov wardpa el uy 6 vids, 
gal row vidv cf uy d wargp cal g dy db 


criticize the reading. This differs 
from Justin’s by xal (for ovde) and @ 
(for ofs). In the context wapedoOn 
stands for Justin’s rapadédorat. 

The case appears to me to be 
quite simple, and to call for no 
argument, Origen (to take one ex- 
ample) unquestionably used our Ca- 
nonical Gospels as alone of authority ; 
yet he several times agrees with 
Justin both (1) as to order and (2) 
as to the tense €yyw. Either then 
he found the reading which he 
quoted in manuscripts of St Mat- 
thew, or made an error of memory. 
What he did Justin may have done 
also. It must be remembered also 
that Justin reads ywwoxes in the one 
express quotation which he makes. 


ee ee eS eS 
. 


cad text. 


Cases tuhen 
the repeti- 
tion of a 
reading 
becomes im- 
portant. 
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Chap. ii, {reason or other there seemed to be especial need for’ 
accuracy’, Justin himself has reproduced passages of 
the LXX. with persistent variations, of which no traces 
can be elsewhere found*. Unless then it can be made 
out that the recurrent readings in which he differs from: 
the text of the Evangelists, whom he did not profess te 
quote, are more striking or more numerous than those 
found in the other Fathers, and in his own quotatioag 
from the Old Testament, the fact that there are corres 
sponding variations in both cases serves only to shew 
that he treated the Gospels as they did, or as he himsélf 
treated the Prophets, and not that he was either unac 
quainted with their existence or ignorant of their pect 
liar claims. i 























The chief The real nature of the various readings of Justin’ 
Saree, quotations will appear more clearly by a compari 
Mss. "'” | with those found at present in Manuscripts of the Neq 
Testament. Errors of quotation often find a parallel im 
errors of copying ; and even where they differ in extesl 
they frequently coincide in principle. If we exclu 
mistakes in writing, differences in inflexion and o 
graphy, adaptations for ecclesiastical reading, and i 
tentional corrections, the remaining various readings if 
the Gospels may be divided generally into synonymoug 
words and phrases, transpositions, marginal glosses, am 
Justin's combinations of parallel passages*, This classificatic 
readings to 


be examined | Will serve exactly for the recurrent variations in Justin; 


1 See Semisch, pp. 330 sqq. Any Schulz in his third edition of the &g 
critical commentary to the New volume of Griesbach’s New Test 
Testament will furnish a crowd of ment, pp. xxxviii. sqq- He has 
instances. I intended to give a trated each class by.a series of exam 
collection from Griesbach’s Symdole ples, which may be well compas 
Crittce—only from Clement and Ori- with Justin’s quotations. I cam 
gen—but it proved too bulky. admit that the grounds of explant 
| 2 eg. Isai. xlii. 6 sq. Credner, tion proposed are ‘purely imagina 
Beitrage, U1. pp. 165, 213 sq. They lie in the historical investi 

* This classification is given by tion of the text of the Gospels. 
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and as it was made for an independent purpose it cannot 


seem to have been suggested by them, however nearly 
it explains their origin. 

In the first group of passages which Justin quotes 
in his Apology from the ‘ Precepts of Christ’ he says: 
‘Now concerning our affection (orépyetv) for all men He 
‘taught this: [f ye love them which love you what strange 
‘thing do ye? for the fornicators do this...And to the 
‘end that we should communicate to those who need... 
‘He said: Give to every one that asketh, and from him 
‘that would borrow turn ye not away; for tf ye lend to 
‘them of whom ye hope to receive, what strange thing do 
‘ye? this even the publicans do’’ The whole form of 
the quotation, the context, the intertexture of the words 
of St Matthew and St Luke, shew that the quotation is 
made from memory. How then are we to regard the 
repetition of the phrase ‘what strange thing do ye?’ 
The corresponding words in St Luke in both cases are 
what thank have ye? in St Matthew, who has only the 
first passage, what reward have ye? This very diversity 
might occasion the new turn which Justin gives to the 
sentence ; and the last words point to its source in the 
text of St Matthew: Jf ye love them which love you, what 


1 Ap. 1. 15: Tept 8¢ rob orépyes 
Gwarras Taira édidater El dyardare 
ros dyardvras upds, rl xatvdy 
woceire; (riva pucOdw Exere; Ait. 
fola piv xdps éoriv; Lc.) Kal yap 
ol réproe (of reAdva Alt. ol duap- 
rwrol Lc.) rovro rowvew (Luke vi. 
32; Matt. v. 46)...Els dé 7d xowwwp- 
ey rots Seopdvas xal unddy wpds Sdtay 
wow raura Edn Ilavri ry alrovyre 
Bl3ore (85s Aft. Si8ou Lc.) cal Tov Bov- 
Abpevor (O6dorTa Mt.) Savelcacba 
ue droorpapijre (-ys Aff. the text of 
Ze. is here quite different). El yap 
davelfere wap dy édmitere NaBeis, ri 
weds wore; (Af. omits this clause : 


Le. ut supra) Tovro xal ol rerhava 
roovew (Matt. v. 42; Luke vi. 30, 
34). In all the quotations from 
Justin I have marked the variations 
from the text of the Gospels by Xo- 
man letters in the /talicesed transla- 
tion, and in the original by spaced 
letters. If there appear to be any fair 
MS. authority for a reading which 
Justin gives I have not noticed it, 
unless it be of grave importance. For 
Instance in the second passage AaBeiv 
is read for drodaBeiy by 8 B L; and 
in the first rovro for 7d avrd by good 
Greek and (especially) Latin qauthorie 
ties. 
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Luke vi. 32. 





Second in- 
stance. 
Matt. vii. 17. 
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reward have ye? Do not even the publicans the same? 
And if ye salute your brethren only, what remarkable 
thing do ye? Do not even the heathen so'? The change 
of the word («aos for weptoods) which alone remains 
to be explained—if indeed it were not suggested by 
the common idiom’—falls in with the peculiar object of 
Justin’s argument, who wished to shew the reformation 
wrought in men by Christ's teaching. The repetition 
of the phrase in two passages closely connected was 
almost inevitable. 

The recurrent readings in Justin offer another in- 
stance of the substitution of a synonymous phrase for 
the true text. He quotes our Lord as saying: ‘ Many 
‘shall come in my name clothed without in sheep-skins 
‘but being inwardly ravening wolves*. This quotation 
again is evidently a combination of two passages of St 
Matthew, and made from memory. The longer expres- 
sion in Justin reads like a paraphrase of the words in 
the Gospel, and is illustrated by the single reference 
made to the verse by Clement, who speaks of the Pro- 
phetic Word as describing some men under the image 


1 Matt. v. 47: ri weproody woretre ; 
In this verse we must read ¢ytxot for 
rekava, but reA@vac is undoubtedly 
the right reading in the correspond- 
ing clause in ver. 46, and thus the 
connexion of the words is scarcely 
less striking than before. At the 
same time Justin may have read re- 
Awvat’ the verse is not quoted by 
Clement, Origen, or Irenzeus. 

‘3 The phrase xawdy wotety occurs 
in Plato, Aesp. 11. 399 E. It is pos- 
sible that repicodvy woety may be 
found elsewhere, but I doubt whether 
it would be used {n the same sense ; 
wepood mpdocew has a meaning alto- 
gether different. 

3 Dial, c. 35 (Ap. 1. 16): WodAol 


€Xevcorvrat (gtovow Ap.) éwl r@ dvd- 
Harl pov Etwher (+ per AD.) évde- 
dupévot Sépuara rpoBdrwuy, Eow- 
Bev 3é elor livres Ap.) \vem apreyer 
(Matt. xxiv. §; vii. 15). Immedi- 
ately below (Dial. 2. c.) Justin quotes, 
IIpocéxere dwd twv wevdorpodynrée 
ofruves €Xevcovrac (Epxorrac Mf.) 
mpos unas Ci wOer, x.7.rA. (Matt. vii. 
15: é évdupace wpoSdrwr), The 
phrase évdbpact wpoBdraw is very 
strange, and though there is appa- 
rently no variation in the MSS. Sépye- 
ot has been conjectured. Cf. Schulz, 
in 7. Semisch has remarked that 
évdedunévoe Sépnara shews traces 
of the text of St Matthew (p. 340). 





I.] 


JUSTIN MARTYR. 


— —s=— — ee 


of wolves arrayed in sheep's ficeces’. If Clement allowed 
himself this licence in quoting the passages, surely it 
cannot be denicd to Justin. 

In close connexion with these various readings is 
another passage in which Justin substitutes a special for 
a general word, and replaces a longer and more unusual 
enumeration of persons by a short and common one. 
‘Christ cried aloud before He was crucified, The Son of 
‘Man must suffer many things and be rejected by (v7o0) 
‘the scribes and Pharisees and be crucified and on the 
‘third day rise again*’ In another place the same words 
occur with the transposition of the titles ‘...by the Pha- 


UTES C NT WOE yr ee 


‘risees and scribes.’ 


Once again the text is given 


obliquely : ‘ Christ said that He must suffer many things 
‘of (amo) the scribes and Pharisees and be crucified...’ 
In this last instance the samc preposition is used as in 
St Luke, and the two variations only remain constant— 
‘scribes and Pharisees’ for ‘elders and chief priests and 
‘scribes,’ and ‘crucified’ for ‘ put to death®.’ Though these 
readings are not supported by any Manuscript autho- 
rity, they are sufficiently explained by other Patristic 


quotations. 


The example of Origen shews the natural 


dificulty of recalling the exact words of such a passage. 
At one time he writes Zhe Son of Man must be rejected 
of (ams) the chief priests and elders...; again...of the 
chief priests and Pharisees and scribes...; again...of the 


1 Clem. Al. Profr.§ 4: NvKot Kw- 
Sas rpoBdrwy hudierpévor. 

2 Dial. c. 76: ’E33a yap wpd rot 
eravpwOiwas' Act rov vidy Tou avOpw- 
Fov TWONAG wadeiy Kal arodoxipacOnvar 
vd (ard Lc.) riv ypapuaréwy 
cal PSapicalwy (wpecBurépwy xal 
epxcepéew xal ypaypatréww Lc.) xal 
cravpwhivas (aroxrapOivas Lc.) 
cal ry rplry tudpg dracriea. Cf. 


100; 5: Luke ix. 32. . 


3 In Matt. xvi. 21 waéely urd is 
read by D; in Mark viii. 31 it is 
supported by & BC D (which how- 
ever proceeds xal awé rwr apy.) &c. 
and must be received into the text; 
in Luke ix. 22 dwo is the reading of 
the majority of the MSS. From 
this note it will appear how little 
weight could be rested on the read- 
ing Uro in Justin, even if it were 
constant. 
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elders and chief priests and the scribes of the people’. 
In corresponding texts a similar confusion occurs both 
in Manuscripts and quotations. The second variation 
is still less remarkable. Even in a later passage of St 
Luke the word ‘crucified’ is substituted for ‘put to 
‘death,’ and Irenzeus twice repeats the same reading, 
From that time He began to shew to His disciples that 
He must go to Ferusalem and suffer many things from 
the priests and be rejected and crucified and the third 
day rise again®, The Son of Man must suffer many 
things and be rejected and crucified and the third daf 
rise again’. It is scarcely too much to say that both 
these passages differ more from the original text thas 
Justin’s quotations, and have more important commod 
variations; and yet no one will maintain that Trenaeud 
was unacquainted with our Gospels, or used other records 
of Christ’s life. 

Another quotation of Justin’s which may be classed 
under this same division is more instructive, as it shew# 
the process by which these various readings were stereo 
typed. Prayer for enemies might well seem the m 
noble characteristic of Christian morality. ‘Christ ta 
‘us to pray even for our enemies, saying Be ye kind 
‘merciful, even as ts your heavenly Father’) ‘Wew 
‘used to hate one another...now pray for our enémies*... 
The phrase as well as the idea was fixed in Justin's mind} 
and is it then strange that he quotes our Lord's tea 
ing on the love of enemies elsewhere in this form: Pray 








1 Griesbach, Symd. Crit. p. 291. 

2 See the various readings to Matt. 
XXVi. 3, 593 XXvii. 41. 

3 Tren. 111. 18. 4: 2x ¢0 enim, 
inquit, capt demonstrare discentibus 
(to his disciples) guontam oportet 
tllum Fiiveulan tre et multa pati 
a sacerdotibus et reprobari ef crucifigi 
et tertia die resurgere (Matt. xvi. 21; 


Luke ix. 22). The words a4 
éars form no part of the text 


Matthew. 
16. §: Oportet 





4 Td. III. 
inquit, Filiam hominis multa 
reprobari et crucifigi ef dte tertte 
surgere (Luke ix. 22). 

5 Dial. c. 96. Comp. p. 128 | 

© Ap. 1. 14 ! 
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x your enemies, and love them that hate you, and bless 


hems that curse you, and pray for them that despitefully 
se you’? The repetition of the key-word pray points to 
he origin of the change; and the form and context of 
he quotation shew that it was not made directly from 
iny written source. But here again there are consider- 
ible variations in the readings of the passage. In St 
Matthew it should stand thus: Love your enemies, and 
way for them that persecute you. The remaining clauses 
appear to have been interpolated from St Luke. Origen 
yuotes the text in this shorter form five times; and in 
two remaining quotations he only substitutes chem 
despitefully use you from St Luke for them that 
ute you in the last clause*. Irenzus gives the pre- 
in another shape: ‘Love your enemies, and pray 
them that hate you*’” Still more in accordance 
Justin’s citation Tertullian says, ‘It is enjoined 
da us to pray Zo God for our enemies, and to bless our 
secutors*.’ It would be useless to extend the in- 
iry further. 

Transpositions are perhaps less likely to recur than 
forms of expression; at least I have not noticed 
repeated in Justin. Onc or two examples however 
ew the nature of a large class of glosses. Every 
Rholar is familiar with what may be called the prophetic 
Se of the present tense. In the intuition of the seer the 
Mture is already realized, not completely but incep- 










2 Ap. 1.15: EdxecOe umep rir 
(Opar Suadrvcaldyarare rods 
igespras vpds (dyandre ros éx- 
Spiv, Kadws wore Trois picov- 
vinas Lc.) cat (om. Lc.) eddoyeire 
bs carapwpévous vwuiv Kal eOxer Oe 
Tee es0e Mi., and Le. omitting 
vrép (wept Le.) ray éxnpeafovruy 
as (Luke vi. 27, 28. Cf. Matt. v. 
}. 


2 Griesbach, Symdb. Crit. 11. pp. 
253 Sq. 

3 6. Her. WW. 18. 8: Diligite ini- 
miicos westros et orate pro eis qui vos 
oderunt. 

4 Ap. 31: Proceptum est nobis ad 
redundantiam benignitatis etiam fro 
inimicis Deum orare et persecutoribus 
nostris bona precari, 


2. Transpo- 
sttions. 


3. Glosses. 


The prophe- 
tic use of the 
present 
tense. 
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tively: the action is seen to be already begun in t 
working of the causes which lead to its accomplishme: 
This is the deepest view of futurity, which regards it 
the outgrowth of the present. But more frequently 1 
break the connexion: future things are merely thin 
separated by years or ages from ourselves; and: th 
simple notion has a tendency to destroy the truer on 
It is not then surprising that both in Manuscripts ar 
quotations the clearly-defined future is confounded wii 
the subtler present. Even in parallel passages of t 
Synoptic Gospels the change is sometimes found, betr 
due to a slight alteration of the point of sight’. TI 
most important instance in Justin occurs in his accow 
’ | of the testimony of John the Baptist: ‘J indeed am ba 
‘tising you with water unto repentance; but He that 
‘mightier than I will come whose shoes I am not worti 
‘to bear; He will baptize you with the Holy Ghost a 
‘fire*.... The whole quotation except the clause in que 
tion and the repetition of a pronoun agrees verbally wil 
the text of St Matthew. This is the more remarkab 
because Clement gives the passage in a form differin 
from all the Evangelists*, and Origen has quoted it wil 
repeated variations, even after expressly comparing th 
words of the four Evangelists*. The series of chang 


1 Matt. xxiv. 40; Luke xvii. 34 (om. M%., Lc.) ev ry yx...d 


(where however wapad\auSdverac and 
aglerac are read by D K &c. though 
they retain the ities in ver. 38). 
Compare John xxi. 18, where D 

ves a present instead of ofee. Cf. 
Winer, N. T. Grammatik, § 40. 2.4 
(ed. 6). 

7 Dial. c. 49 (cf. c. 88): "Eyw 
pey Umds Barritw év vari els perd- 
vous’ niet Se (yap c. 88) 6 loxupd- 
repés pou (6 8 orlow pou epxduevos 
loxupbrepds pou dorly Mt. Epxeras de 
d loxuporepos ou Lc.) od ovx elut 
Ixavos ... wupl’ ov 1d mwrdoy avro’ 


Matt. iii. 11, 12; Luke iii. 1 
‘or the insertion of avrot 
Mark vii. 25 (8 D A however 
the pronoun); Apoc. vii. 2. 
Winer, § 22. 4. b. ! 
= Clem. Alex. Fragm. § 25: 4 
wey vuas USare Bawritw, kpyen 
dé nov éxlow 6 Barrltup uA 
éy xvevpare xal wupl...rd yap wrl 
év TD xetpl avrov rot Scaxabapl 
Thy dw kal ouvdte roy otrop els £ 
droOnxny (éx:Ojxny Griesb.) 7d @, 
doBéory. 
4 Comm. in Joan. v1. 16. Id.‘ 





involved in the reading of Justin can be traced exactly. 
In place of the phrase of St Matthew but he that ts com- 
ing ts mightier than I... St Mark and St Luke read duz 
he that is mightier than I is coming... Now elsewhere 
Justin has represented this very verb is coming by two 
futures in different quotations of the same verse’. The 
fact that he uses two words shews that he intended in 
tach case to give the sense of the original; and since 
one of them is the same as appears in the words of St 
John its true relation to the text of the Gospels is esta- 
blished *. 

The remaining instances of variations which are re- 
peated occur in the combination of parallel texts. In 
the first given the coincidence is only partial: the differ- 
ences of the two quotations from one another are at 
kast as great as their common difference from the text 
othe Gospels. Zany shall say to me in that day,—so 
Justin quotes our Lord’s words,—Lord, Lord, did we not 
in Thy name eat and drink and prophesy and cast out 
fs? And I will say to them, Depart from me. In 
fhe Apology the passage runs thus: Many shall say 
me, Lord, Lord, did we not in Thy name eat and 
drink and do mighty works? And then will I say to 
tem, Depart from me, ye workers of iniquity’. It so 























(Matt. vi. 21). Afol. 1. 16 Aapydrw 






%; dyad Bawritw év idare, 3 de 
ear éue lexupbrepbs pov 
@, avrds tuds Barrica dy rvev- 
Cf. Griesb. Symb. Crit. 
? 8, 244, who seems to have confound- 
‘ed the Evangelist and the Baptist. 
| : Cf. p. 140, note 3: Matt. vii. 15. 
3 Good examples of ‘glosses ' oc- 
‘tor Apol, 1. 15 éxet xal 6 vois rob 
QOpuwou for éxet cal 9 xapdla cov 


3 Dial. c. 76: woddot époicl por 
A pol.1.16: moddol épodal pox 


Ta KaXd Epya for Aapydrw dds 
aaah v. 16). <Afpol. 1. 16 rére épa@ 
or rére dpodoy how (Matt. vii. 23), 
&c. Some of these may have been 
incorporated in Justin’s text: some 
he may have introduced himself. In 
each of the cases quoted there can 
be no doubt which is the original 
reading. 


Tn mMépa Exelyy Kupre Kine ov 
Kupre Kupte ov 


Matt. vii. 22, 23: wodXol épovaly por éy exelyyn ra ne pg: Kupte Kupe ov 


> reog Sripars ipdyoper xal éxloper cal xpoepyrevoaper kal 


Cc. 


4 . — 
(a) py words : 
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(b) of forms. 
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happens that Origen has quoted the same passage seve- 


ral times with considerable variations, but four times he 
combines the words of St Matthew and St Luke as 
Justin has done. Many shall say to me in that day, 
Lord, Lord, did we not in Thy name eat and drink, 
and in Thy name cast out devils and do mighty works ? 
And I will say to them, Depart from me, because ye are 
workers of unrighteousness’. ‘The parallel is as complete 
as can be required, and proves that Justin need not have 
had recourse to any Apocryphal book for the text which_ 
he has preserved. Indeed the very same insertions de- 
rived from St Luke xiii. 26, 27 are now found in Cure- 
ton’s Syriac Version. 

Sometimes a combination of different passages con- 
sists more in the intermixture of forms than of words. 
Of this Justin offers one good example. He twice 
quotes the woe pronounced against the false sanctity 
of the scribes and Pharisees with considerable variations, 
but in both cases preserves one remarkable difference 
from St Matthew whose words he uses. When exclaim- 
ing against the frivolous criticism of the Jewish doctors 
he asks, ‘Shall they not rightly be called that which our 
‘Lord Jesus Christ said to them: Whtted sepulchres, 
‘without appearing beautiful and within full of dead 


A. TE op dvdpare Epdyopen Kal CWloper ........cccccccveecccccescsceccsscecusseccecs 
M. TWOP CMOUATE .......cececccececececeeeens éxpopyrevoapey Kai TPoW dvépars 
D. Seapdvia EF BANNED | ...cccccceccescscccrcnccsccsctacsecescesssescetecsceceseess cal 
Baw! pase dactnceaenavetereces MO cs wratar waatens Suvdpes ......... érotjoaper ; xal 
M. datudna eeBddromev kal ro o@ dvipare Suvduets wodAds éwouno oper ; wal 

bo  wutaass épa@ BUT OS wecsicctecess Binh dak a deveaiGcciaeks "A vaxwpeire dx’ 

; Tore épo QUT OLS os saunntawa ei idedequadundegevees ’A © oxwpeire ar’ 


D 
A 
M. rore dmodoynaw atrois crt ovdérore Eyvww vpas, awoxwpetre ax’ 
D. épov. 
A. uot... Epydrac ris avoulas. 
M. épov ol épyatdpevot THY dvoplap, 
See Luke xiil. 26, 27, from which the words peculiar to Justin’s citation 
are derived. 
1 Griesb. Sym. Crit. 11. p. 262. 
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ones, paying tithe of mint but swallowing a camel, blind 
rutdes'?’ ‘Christ seemed no friend to you...when he 
cried, Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites, for 
ye pay tithe of mint and rue but regard not the love of 
God and judgment ; whited sepulchres, without appearing 
beautiful but within full of dead bones*.’ 

False teachers are no longer “tke to whited sepulchres , 
hey ave very sepulchres. The change is striking. If 
his be explained, the participial form of the sentence 
reates no new difficulty, but follows as a natural se- 
uence. The text of St Matthew however offers no 
trace of its origin. There indeed in different authorities 
three different expressions of comparison—zapopoatere, 
opoalere, Omocot éore—are found, but none omit it. Cle- 
ment and Irenzus give the passage with a very re- 
markable variation®, but they agree with the Manu- 
scripts in preserving the connexion. The Naassenes or 
Ophites, according to the 7reatise against Heresies attri- 
buted to Hippolytus‘, quoted the saying in a form more 
similar to that of Justin but with an additional change: 
‘Yeare whtted tombs, [Christ] says, full within of dead 
‘bones. Here the passing characteristic is transformed 
into a substantive description. The clue to the solution 


1 Dial. cc. 112, 17. The passage 


common to both runs thus: rdgoe ... 


kecovcapévor, Etwher Patyduevor 
ania kal fowler (éc. Sé c. 17) 
Yaorres d0Tréwy vexpav. The cor- 
Fesponding clause in Matt. xxiii. 27 
IS: Orc wapopodtere Tdpos Kexova- 
Abas olrwes Efwlew pev alvovrat 
pain Eowler 32 yéuovow doréwy 
vepoy kal wdons dxa@apolas. For 
Fepoodtere Lachmann reads épod- 
fere with B. Clement (Griesb. Syd. 
Crit, 11. 327) has ouool éore (Pied. 
Il. 9. 47). 
Dial. c. 


Ci8 Ts 
*Clem. /.c.: Ebwher b rdgos 


galverac wpatos Eviov dé yépec 
Iren. Iv. 18. 3: A foris enim 
sepulcrum apparet formosum tntus 
autent plenum est...... The passage 
stands so also in D and d (monu- 
mentum paretur decorum). 

4 [Hipp.] adv. Her. v. 8, p. 111 
ed. Miller. Toiro, gyolv, écri 7d 
elpnudvov Tdgdor éoré Kexoviapévor 
yéuovres, pnoly, Ecwlev dotéwv ve- 
xpav. I may add that though I 
have cited this Treatise for conveni- 
ence sake under the name of a en 
lytus, I am by no means satished 
that the question of its authorship 
has been finally settled. 


L2 
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148 [PART 
Chap. ii, | of the difficulty which arises from these various modifi- 
cations of the Lord’s saying must be sought for in St 
Luke. He has not indeed a single word in common 
with Justin, but he has expressed the thought—at least 
according to very weighty evidence—in the same man- 
ner’: ‘Woe to you, for ye are unseen tombs, and men 
‘when they walk over them know it not, Justin has thus 
clothed the living image of St Luke in the language of 
St Matthew. 

General These are all the quotations in Justin which exhibit 
‘hue Zaria. | any constant variation from the text of the Gospels*, In 
saa the few other cases of recurrent quotations the differ- 
ences between the several texts are at least as important 
as their common divergence from the words of the 
(a) on the | Evangelist”. This fact alone is sufficient to shew that 
hee te Justin did not exactly reproduce the narrative which he 

quotations . 
mere given | read, but made his references generally by memory, and 
‘memory, | that inaccurately. Under such circumstances the autho- 


rity of the earliest of the Fathers, who are admitted on 
all sides to have made constant and special use of the 
Gospels, has been brought forward to justify the ex- 
istence and recurrence of variations from the Canonical 
text; and though it would have been easy to have 
chosen more striking instances of their various readings, 
still by taking those only which are found in the very 
passages to which Justin also refers the parallel gains in 


1 Luke xi, 44; Opal dpiv are Lore 
fom. ws ra] pynueta [om. 7a] &3yAa 
cal ol dvOpwro éxdyw wepiwarodyres 
ox oldacw. So Dabcd, Syr. Crt. 
Lucif. ; Griesbach marks the reading 
as worthy of notice. 

3 I have not noticed the variation 
in the reference to Luke x. 16: 6 
épov dxovwy dxover rod dwrocrelXap- 
rés pe (Afol. 1. 63. Cf. c. 16), be- 
cause it is contained in several MSS. 


and Versions: D a b d, Syrr., Arm., 
/Eth., &c. 

3 The following passages may be 
compared: Dial. c. 96; Apol. 1. 15 
=Luke vi. 36; Matt. v. 45. For 
the repetition of xpyorol xal olxrip- 
poves compare Clem. Sérom. Il. 59. 
100: é\ehpoves al olxrippoves. Dial. 
c. 101; Afpol. 1. 16=Matt. xix. 16, 
17; Luke xviii. 18, 19. 

Comp. pp. 127 ff. 
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direct force at least as much as it seemingly loses in 
point. 

But even if it were not so: if it had seemed that 
recurrent variations could be naturally explained only 
by supposing that they were derived from an original 
written source, that written source might still have been 
a Manuscript of our Gospels. One very remarkable type 
of a class of early Manuscripts has been preserved in 
the Coder Bez@ (D)—the gift of the Reformer to the 


University of Cambridge—which contains verbal differ- |- 


ences from the common text, and Apocryphal additions 
to it, no less remarkable than those which we here have 
toexplain*. The frequent coincidences of the readings 
of this Manuscript with those of Justin must have been 
observed already; and if it had perished, as it might 
well have done, in the civil wars of France’, many cita- 
tions in Clement and Irenzus would have seemed as 
strange as his peculiarities’. We are arguing on pre- 
mises only partly true, but it is none the less important 
to notice that up to this point there is nothing in Justin’s 
quotations, supposing them to have been drawn imme- 
diately from a written source, which cannot be explained 
from what we know of the history of the text of our 
Gospels. 

One or two examples given somewhat more in detail 
will place this statement in a clearer light. If the follow- 


2 Se Note C at the end of the Luke xii.r1. ¢épwouw. Clem. Or. 
(Griesb. Symb. Crit. 11. 377). 

a Initio belli civilis apud Gallos Luke x1i. 27. ore re ore Udal. | 
an. MDLXII. ex coenobio S. Irenzi vet. Clem. Ped. 1. 10. 102. 
Lagduni postquam ibi diu in pulvere Luke xii. 38. ry éowepwy pudaxz. | 

nactus est Beza... Mill, Pro- Iren. V. 34. 3 


deg. N. T. 1268. Luke xix. 26. rpoorlGeras. Clem. 
3 The following examples will serve Sérom. VII. to, neers 
to confirm the statement : Cf. Hug, /ntroduction, 1. § 32. 


Matt. xxiii. 26. wer ... Clem. It is needless to multiply instances. 
Pad. 1.9 48; Iren. 1v. 18. 3. 


JSrom a MS. 


¢.g. Codex 
Besa. 
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ing phrase had been found in Justin: ‘your Fathes 
‘knoweth what things ye have need of before you open 
‘your mouth,’ it would have been urged with great show 
of reason that it could not have been derived from our St 
Matthew’s Gospel: that the peculiar form of expression. 
had an air of originality: that Justin had evidently taken 
from an Apocryphal record. But the words stand in fad: 
in the Codex Beze and one Latin copy in Matt. vi.8. Or, 
again if we had read in an carly Father that Herod said 
to his servants on hearing of the fame of Jesus: Can this, 
be Fohn the Baptist whom I beheaded? it would have. 
been pointed out that the sentence has points of similar; 
ity with our three Synoptic Gospels, and also marked: 
points of difference from them: that its vividness and) 
force bespeak a source earlier than those which thest; 
represent: that it must be a fragment of the primitive, 
Gospel according to the Hebrews. So however Herod; 
words stand in Matt. xiv. 2 in Codex Bese and a number: 
of old Latin authorities. Or to take another kind of: 
illustration, could it be proved more triumphantly that at. 
Apologist had made use of other records than the Canon 
ical Gospels than by shewing that he had said that #. 
was written in the Memoirs of the Apostles that the 
stone placed upon the sepulchre was one which twenlf 
men could scarcely roll? Yet this addition is found @ 
Luke xxiii. 53 in Coder Bez@, in a copy of the old Latin 
and in an Egyptian version, so that the words undoubt- 
edly formed part of a text of the Canonical St Luke if 
the last quarter of the second century at the latest. 
Illustrations could be multiplied indefinitely. But 
these samples will be sufficient to establish the cor 
clusion which has been drawn from the wide variatioss 
in copies of the Canonical Gospels during the second 
century. We are not at present concerned with the solu’ 
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tion of the problems of textual criticism which such| ©? ii 
variations offer. It is enough to repeat in the presence 
of these facts that differences from the present text of the 
Gospels such as are found in Justin are wholly inade- 
quate to prove that passages so differing could not have 
been taken from copies of our Gospels. 

But it is said that some of Justin’s quotations exhibit (y) Coinck- 
coincidences with fragments of heretical Gospels, which Hades 
prove that he must have made use of them, if not exclu- 
sively, at least in addition to the writings of the Evan- 
gelists. 

One such passage has been already considered inci- 
dentally’, and it has been shewn that the reading which 
Justin gives appears elsewhere in Catholic writers; and | Matt. xi. 27. 
that in fact it may exhibit the original text. The re- 
maining instances are neither many nor of great weight. 

The most important of them is the reference to our 
Lord’s discourse with Nicodemus”: ‘For Christ said Ex- | John iii. s. 
‘cept ye be born again (avayevynOnre) ye shall not enter 
‘into the kingdom of heaven. But that :¢ ts impossible 
‘for those who have been once born to enter into their 
‘mother's womb is clear to all®.’ In the Clementines the 
passage reads: ‘Thus sware our Prophet to us, saying 
‘Verily I say unto you, except ye be born again (avayer- 
‘mOjre) with living water into the name of the Father, 
‘Son, [and] Holy Spirit, ye shall not enter into the king- 
‘dom of heaven*” Both quotations differ from St John 
1 Cf. pp. 135 f. wuorey & wpodyrns elxur "Aun 
2 Cf. Semisch, § 25, pp. 189 ff. (+ dure Fok.) Ypiv Néyw (A. cor Foh.) 
2 Ap. 1. 64: wal yap 6 Xpords day py dvayerrndire (ris yerrndy 
dra “Av ph dvayerynbfre, od Fok.) Vdare favre, els Svyonpa wa- 
ah deOnre els rhv Bacidelay rSy rpds, vlov, dylov wvevparos, ov | 
obpavay. “Ori 5¢ xal ddWwarory eis ph eladd\Onre (ov Sivarar eloedOety 
ras pyrpas Tar Texovowy rovs for) els Tv Bacirelay rT wr oupaywy 
Gvat tyevopévovs eu Phra: pavepdy (roi Geotd Foh.). See Matt. xviii. 3 
G 


siely der (Schwegler, 1. p. 218). Cf. Recog. wi. 
4 Hom, X!. 26: odrus ydp ypiv 9: Sic enim nobis cum sacramento 
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in the use of the plural, in the word descriptive of th 
new birth, and in the phrase ye shall not enter into th 
kingdom of heaven instead of he cannot enter into th 
kingdom of God; but their variations from one anotha 
are not less striking, for the introduction of the phrase 
‘living water’ and of the baptismal formula in the 
Homily is the most significant part of its variation from 
the text of St John’. 

If the familiar use of one phrase were in all cases a 
sufficient explanation of its substitution for another 
which is more strange, there would be little difficulty 
here. The whole class of words relative to the New 
Birth (avayevvac'Oat, avaryévynots) formed a part of the 
common technical language of Christians, and they 
occur repeatedly both in Justin and in the Clementines* 
The phrase in the Gospel (yevynOnvat advwBev) on the 
other hand is not only peculiar but ambiguous’. Nor 
is this all: the passage as quoted in both cases is put 


verus propheta testatus est dicens: 
Amen dico vobis, nisi quis denuo re- 
natus fuerit (dvayevynfy aywhev) ex 
aqua, non introibit in regna calorum. 
The natural confusion of the con- 
tents of the third and fifth verses in 
St John’s record which is already seen 
in the passages quoted (born again, 
v. 3; enter, V. 5) is made still more 
puzzling by the reading of Cod. S:- 
mail. in Vv. 5, eay un Tie ef vdaroo Kat 
3vo vyerrnOn ov duvara ede rnv Bact- 
Atay Tw ovparwy [Twr ovpayww is the 
original reading of 8 and rov Geov the 
correction of &°, and not wice versa 
as has been lately stated]. The use 
of dvayevynOnre seems to me to point 
certainly to the yerrnOjvar dywiev of 
Vv. 3- 
ir Hort calls my attention to 
the fact that the readings of the 
Old Latin Copies indicate conclu- 
sively that D also read dvayeryn- 
Ojre. It may be worth while re- 


ferring to the familiar words in om 
Service for Baptism...‘Christ saith, 
‘None can enter into the kingdom 
‘God except he de regencrate and bern 
‘anew of waterand of the Holy Ghost,’ 
where the phrase is rendered doubly. 
See also Praf. p. xxxil, n. . 

1 The minute and cautious exam 
nation of the passage by Dr Abbot, 
/.¢. pp. 29—4T, goes very far to she 
that Justin took the saying di 
from St John. Even if the 
words were preserved in a traditions 
form it is hard to suppose that Nice 
demus’ difficulty would be. 


2 The earliest examples of thi 
Christian use of the words are 1 Pet. 
i. 3, 23: Clem. Hom. vi. 8; xt. af 
(immediately before the quotation)’ 
XI. 35; Justin, 4f.1.61. Cf. Cred 
ner, Bettrage, 1. p. 301 f. 

3 In saying this I must add ths 
the context appears to be decisive i 
favour of the sense denuo. _ 
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in the form of a general address. If then the general 
formula was thus adapted from the Evangelist, one 
change might furnish occasion for the others. And it is 
not to be overlooked that Ephraem Syrus has given the 
words in a form which combines in equal proportions 
the peculiarities of St John and Justin’: ‘Except a man 
‘be born again from above (avayevynOn avwOev) he shall 
‘not see the kingdom of heaven.’ So also in the Afosto- 
heal Constitutions the words are quoted thus: ‘The 
‘Lord says Except a man be born (yevvnOy) of water and 
‘Sprit, he shall not enter into the kingdom of heaven" 
If these parallels are not sufficient to prove beyond doubt 
that the quotation of Justin is a reminiscence of St John, 
at least they indicate that it was not derived from any 
Apocryphal Gospel, but rather from some such tradition 
ofour Lord’s words as has preserved peculiar types of 
other texts*, Apocryphal Gospels were in fact only 
unauthorised collections of such traditionary materials; 
and it should be no matter of surprise if that which was 
recorded in them survived elsewhere as a current story 
or saying. The marvel is that early writers so con- 
stantly confined themselves within the circle of the Ca- 
nonical narratives. 

The next instance which is quoted as shewing a co- 
incidence between Justin and the Clementine Gospel 


1 De Peenit. 111. p. 183 (Semisch, 3 Schwegler (1. 218) has pointed 
Pa édy oy Tis dvayeryynOyG out a passage in the Shepherd of 
vy, ov 7 (8y 779” Baow\elay rw» Hermas which alludes to the same 
ipavay. See also the reading of traditional saying : ‘ Necesse est, in- 
Cod. Sinait. given on p. 151, n. 4. quit [pastor], #¢ per aguam habeant 
. 2 Const. Apost. VI. 15 (Semisch, ascendere ut requiescant. Von pote- 
he): Myee 6 xtpos* dhy un ris yer- rant enim in regnum Dei aliter in- 
my & Udaros kal xvevparos, ov 7 trare, quam ut deponerent mortalita- 
es rq Bacikelay ray ovpa- tem prioris vite’ (III. ix. 16). The 
v6», For yerrnOy, the common read- coincidence of the latter clause with 
lng is Barria09 which is probably a St John and not with Justin is to be 
on yer. df ¥. xalaxv. Noinstance remarked. 


of ferrites &x Twos occurs to me. 





Matt. v. 34, 
37- 





154 


Chap. ii. 


THE AGE OF THE GREEK: APOLOGISTS. [Parr 










illustrates yet more clearly the existence of a traditional 
as well as of an Evangelic form of Christ’s words, , 
‘That we should not swear at all, but speak the truth | 
‘always,’ Justin says, ‘Christ thus exhorted us: Swear 
‘not at all; but \et (@orw) your yea be yea: and your, 
‘nay nay: but what 7s more than these ts of the evil one. 
In the text of St Matthew the corresponding words are 
I say unto you Swear not at all...but \et your speedi 
be Yea yea, Nay nay; but what is more than these is 
the evil one. It so happens however that St James had 
referred to the same precept: Before all things, my bt 
thren, swear not, neither by the heaven neither by the earth 
neither by any other (adXos) oath: but let (grew) your ya 
be yea and your nay nay’... Clement quotes the lattef 
clause in this form as ‘a maxim of the Lord?;’ and 
Epiphanius says that the Lord in the Gospel commands 
us ‘Not to swear, neither by the heaven neither by 
‘earth neither by any other (€repos) oath: but let ( 
‘your yea be yea and your nay nay: for that which & 
‘more (aepicadrepov) than these is in its origin (dwrapysi) 
‘of the evil one*’? Inthe Clementine Homilies the wor 
are: ‘(Our master] counselling us said: Let (ora) 
‘yea be yea and your nay nay; but that which 1s som 
‘than these ts of the evil one*. The differences of Epk 




















1 Apol. 1. 16 (Clem. Hom. X1X. 2; 
Matt. v. 34, 37): wepl d¢ rou uy op- 
vivas O\wWs TAANOH 52 Abyery del oUTWS 
wapexehevcaro’ pn dudonre odws’ 
borw 5¢ (+6 Adyos Aft.) Unwr 7d (om. 
Mt.) val val xal rd (om. xal 7d M7.) 
ov od 7d 3e weprocoy rovrwy éx Tov 
wovepou (+ éorl» Mt., Clem.). 

In Clem. Hom. Il. §5 the passage 
stands: forw var ro val val, ro 
ot o0 ro yap K.T-Xr. 

2 James v. 12: Ipod wdvrww 3é, 
ddeXgol wou, uw} duyvere unre TOP ov- 
pavoy pyre THY yay pyre GAXoy Tuivd 
Opxoy yrw dé vuwy Td val val 









kat rd o8 ob, Yva py wd x 
wéonre. 

3 Strom. V. 14. 100: TO KY 
pntér” torw (not Frw) dpuaw «rk 
Cf. Lib. vil. 11. 67, where the sem 
tence is again quoted in a simi 
form: forat yw K.T.r. 

* Epiph. adv, Her. 1. 20. 6 (t 
44): bros xuplou] éy r@ eveyye 
Aéyorros® un durvvar pyre TOP ovE 
Ljre thy yhy pire Ere p bv rwa tga 
GAN Arw Uudy Td val val cal 
ovU o8 7rd weptoobrepoy yap 
rw éx rod rornpo ow dpyx et. 

5 Hom. XIX. 2: ovpBevdeten | 
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i Phanius from the text of St Matthew are thus greater 
| than those of Justin; and the coincidence of Justin with 
: the Clementines is confined to words found in St James, 
and quoted expressly by some Fathers as Christ’s words. 

The many various readings of our Lord’s words, when 
He limited the true application of the word ‘good’ to 
God only, are well known. It is recorded in different 
forms by the three Evangelists. Justin himself has 
Quoted the passage twice, varying almost every word. 
Itis brought forward repeatedly by other Fathers, with 
constant variations from the text of the Gospels. In 
the presence of these facts it would be impossible under 
aay circumstances to lay great stress upon the coinci- 
dence of a few words in one of Justin’s quotations with 
Greading recognised by the Marcosians’ and the Ebi- 
gaites. Yet the case is made still simpler when it is 
sthewn that Catholic authority can be adduced for each 
word in which he agrees with those widely different 
tects. In the Apology the answer is given: ‘Vo one ts 
‘good save God alone, who made all things*.’ In the 
Dialogue: ‘Why callest thou me good? One is good, 
“my Father which is in heaven’. The Marcosians read 


Qiccados) elpycer’ Forw vudy rd 
Pal val xai 7d od of 7d be wépo- 
ber revruy dx rod rownpel dari. 
- 4 We shall consider in another 
(Ch. iv. §8 ad sel whether 
passages quoted by Irenzeus were 
berupted by the Marcosians or sim- 
misinterpreted. 

Ap. 1. 16 (Mark x. 18; Luke 
Wii, 19) : obdels dyads el un pbvos 
ays Le.) 6 (om. Cod. Sinait. in 

) Gaede 6 roshcas ra wdyra (om. 
., Le.). In St Mark D d combine 
ie former words, reading wb vos els 
we. Several other MSS. of the 
ld Latin give solus (Griesb. /. ¢.). 
The concluding words occur just 


before, and are to be considered as 
‘an addition of Justin’s suggested by 
‘the circumstances of the time and 
‘his late controversy with Marcion’ 
(Credner, I. 243). Such a conces- 
sion takes away much of the force 
of Credner’s other arguments. If 
Justin might add a clause to guard 
against a heresy, surely he might 
adapt the language of the Evangel- 
ists so as best to meet the wants of 
his readers. 

3 Dial, c. 101 (Marcos. ap. Iren. 
I. 20. 2): rl we Adyars dyabdy (Tic. 
xviii. 19); els doriv dyaGés (Mt. xix. 
17 6 dy.), 6 waryp pov 6 (om. pov d 
Marcos.) ¢» rots odpapots. 


: ar cama ft ca Ne ral ae se aa 
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in their text: ‘Why callest thou me good? One is good 
‘the Father in heaven.’ In the Clementines the words 
are: ‘Call me not good: for the Good ts One, the Fatha 
‘which 1s in heaven’ As to these quotations it is to be 
noticed that Epiphanius has connected the words of St 
Matthew and St Luke in a form similar to that found in 
the Marcosian Gospel and in Justin*. The last clause 
which is common to the three is the only remaining 
point of difference. Now not only are there traces of 
some addition to the text of St Matthew in several 
versions®: not only did Marcion and Clement and Or- 
gen recognise the words ‘the Father‘;’ but in one place 
Clement gives the whole sentence, ‘ Vo one ts good exc 
‘my Father which is in heaven*’ He has attached the 
last clause of Justin to the words of St Luke, exactly 
as in Epiphanius we find the last words of St Matthew 
added to the opening clauses of Justin. 

The last instance which is quoted is not more impor 
tant than those which have been examined*®. After speak 


1 Hom. XVIII. 3: pn me A€yve 
dyabdy> & yap dyadds els dorly, 6 
waTnp 6 éy rots ovpavors. 

* Epiph. adv. Her. LXIxX. Ig (I. 
Pp. 742), 57 (I. p. 780), gives the 
words as quoted by the Arians: zi 


17 is simply rl pe éepwrgs wepl ral 
dyadou; els dorly b dyadés. 

4 Marcion read (Epiph. adv. Har 
XLII. ‘s 315) wh me Névere éya 
Ody els écrly dyads, db ward. bs 
the refutation (p. 339) his text i 


pe Abyecs dyaddy (A1c., Lc.); els dorly 
ayabés (Aft. 6 dy.), 6 Gebs. He 
makes no comment upon the form of 
the reading, but in the course of his 
argument quotes the words himself 
in the form in which they are found 
in St Mark and St Luke (adv. Her. 
LXIX. §7, I. p. 78t): rl pe Aéyes 
ayadby; ovdels ayabds ef un ds, 6 
@eds. If these quotations are com- 
pared with those given in the next 
note it will be obvious how little 
regard was paid to exactness of quo- 
tation in es which were used 
very familiarly. 

2 It may be necessa 
that the true text in St. 


to notice 
atthew xix. 


given: uh pe Aébye dyabe els deri 
dya0ébs, 6 Oeds 5 Iargp. For & 
passages of Clement (6 rargp) sal 
rigen (6 Geds 5 warnp) see Gri 
Symb. Crit. 11. pp. 308, 388. 

5 Ped. \. 8. 72: dappydy Mya 
obdels dyadds ef pi 6 warhp per. 
éy rots oUpavots. Semisch, A 
The passage has been cretocked 
Griesbach. 

6 The connexion of Dial. c 4 
with Hom. 111. 57 (Matt. v. 48)’ 
noticed in Note D, p. 179. Thet 
ference to Luke xi. §2 in Dial. c. 3 
where ras xieis Exere stands for fea 
Thy Kdeida rijs yrdoews, is very d 
ferent from that in Home. Mt. } 
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ing of those sons of the kingdom who shall be cast into 
the outer darkness, Justin quotes the condemnation of the 
wicked as pronounced by Christ in these words: ‘Go ye 
‘into the outer darkness which my Father prepared for 
‘Satan and his Angels*’ It occurs again in the same form 


in the Clementine Homilies. 


There are here two varia- 


tions to be noticed—a change in the verb (t7dyeu for 
ropeveoOa:), and the substitution of ‘the outer darkness’ 


for ‘the eternal fire.’ 


The first variation occurs elsewhere?: 


one Manuscript at least of St Matthew the original reading 


| the naturalness of the second is shewn by the fact that in 


was the outer fire. And more than this: Clement of Alex- 
andria has coupled the two images of ‘the fire’ and ‘the 
‘outer darkness’ in a passage which has a distinct refer- 
ence to the words of St Matthew’. 


= the phrase is xparoto. roy 


“ Dial. c. 76; Clem. Hom, X1X. 2; 
ZXV. 41: Uwdyere (+ 42’ 

tui Mt.) eis rd oxbros (rip Mt.) 
7 {drepoy (alustoy Me 6 qrol- 


Macey 6 warnp (+ pov Mt.) r@ oa- 
rarg (Sadr AMit., Clem.) xal rots 
s abrou. 

Tedyere aw éuod is found in 8; 
and the reading 8 paneee é warp 
mw is supported by D, 2 mss., 
MSS. of did Lat., and many Fa- 

» 80 that we may suppose that 

it was early current in the Canonical 

- Irenzus again once omits 

dx’ uod (111. 23. 3); in two other 

it is omitted by some manu- 

scripts (IV. 33. 115 40. 2); in the 
remaining place it appears to be read 
by all (1v. 28. 3 i e omission of 
& sarnpduevat (or rather of xarn- 
pdueror, for the of is probably spu- 
rious) does not require special notice. 

* The Old Latin version of Ire- 

nus has in the first two quotations 
abite, and in the last two discedste 
(Valg.), The variation is not no- 
ticed by Lachmann. The words rap. 


—=—s 


and tr. are confounded in Luke viii. 
43. 

3 Quis. Div. Salv. § 13 (Semisch, 
P- 377)- 

How easily such a passage might 
be altered may be seen from Epi- 
phanius’s quotation of the sentence 
of the just: Sevre éx deEcay pov ol 
evrAoynudvoe ols é warnp wou 6 ov- 
padvcos Edero Tnyv Bacirelay xpd 
xaraBoA7s Kocjou’ éxelyaca yap xal 
eddxaré por gaye’ édlyyoa xal éwo- 
tlraré ye* yuprds wal wepreBdreré pe 
(adv. Her. LXt. 4). The whole form 
of the blessing is here changed. 

Justin himself has introduced ‘the 
eternal fire’ into his reference to 
Matt. xiii. 42, 43, in Af. I. 16. 

Dr Abbot (/. ¢. pp. ror ff.) has 
given a most instructive series of 
examples of the substitution of vmd- 
yere for wopeverGe and of 70 oxéros 
7d éfwrepoy for ro wip ro alwnoy in 
patristic quotations of the passage. 

Any one who has had the patience 
to go through the examination of 
these passages will be in a position 
to judge of the fairness of M. Reuss’ 
statement: Toutefois il est remarqua- 
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It would be easy to shew that the differences of Jus- 
tin’s quotations from the Gospel-passages in the Clemen- 
tines are both numerous and striking’. Their coincidences 
however are so few and of such a character as to lend no 
support to the belief that they belong to a common type. 
A comparison of all the passages which are found in both 
books places their independence beyond a doubt; but it is 
enough that important variations have been noticed in 
texts which exhibit the strongest resemblances. That the 





| Apocryphal Gospelsshould exhibit points of partial resem- 


blance to quotations made by memory from the written 
Gospels is most natural. They were not mere creations of 
the imagination, but narratives based on the original oral 
Gospel of which the written Gospel was the authoritative 
record. The same cause in both cases might lead to the 
introduction of a common word, a characteristic phrase, a 
supplementary trait. But there was this difference: in the 
one case these changes were limited only by the arbi- 
trary rule of each particular sect ; in the other they were 
restrained by an instinctive sense of Catholic truth, vary- 
ing indeed in strength and susceptibility, but related to 
the bare individualism of heresy as the fulness of Scrip- 
ture itself is related to the partial reflections of its teach- 
ing in the writings of a later age. 

The relation of Justin to the Apocryphal Gospels in- 
troduces the last objection which we have to notice. It 
is said that his quotations differ not only in language but 
also in substance from our Gospels: that he attributes 
sayings to our Lord which they do not contain, and nar- 
ble que plusieurs des citations de 
Justin, dont le texte différe du nétre, 
se retrouvent /ittéralment (the italics 
are his own) dans d’autres ouvrages, 
par exemple dans les C/émentines... 


(/ftst. du Canon...p. 56). It is im- 
possible to exaggerate the mischief 


done by these vague, general state- 
ments, which produce a permanent 
impression wholly out of proportion 
with the minute element of truth 
which is hidden in them. : 

1 See Note D at the end of the Sec- 
tion. : 
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its which are either not mentioned by the Evan- 


recorded by them with serious variations from 
nt. It is enough to answer that he never does 
he proposes to quote the Apostolic Memoirs. 
'r early Fathers tradition had made him familiar 
e few words of our Lord which are not em- 
| the Gospels. Like them he may have been 
d with details of His life treasured up by such 
ler of Ephesus* who might have heard St John. 
ever use he makes of this knowledge, he never 
the Apostolic Memoirs for anything which is 
antially found jn our Gospels’. 
’s account of the Baptism, which might seem an 
1 to this statement, really confirms and explains 
well known that there was a belief long current 
Jeavenly Voice addressed our Lord in the words 
alm which have been ever applied to Him, Thou 
on; this day have I begotten Thee. Augustine 
the reading as current in his time’; and the 
: found at present in the Codex Bezz (D) and in 
Latin Version‘. Justin then might have found 
che manuscript of St Luke which he used; but 
of his reference is remarkable. When speaking 
mptation he says: ‘ For the devil, of whom I just 
ike, as soon as [Christ] went up from the river 


. 3: waraths ris wpecSu- possit, quid aliud... This, it will be 
remembered, is in a critical work; 
elsewhere he quotes the words as ut- 
tered at the Baptism without remark: 
Enchiridion, c. 14 [XLIXx.]. Cf. Lectt. 


Varr. given in T. VI. p. xxiv. ed. 


passages are given above, 


. de Cons. Evu. WW. 14: 
uod nonnulli codices 


ndum Lucam (iii. 22) hoc 
mnuisse quod in Psalmo 
t Filius meus es tu, ego 
fe; quanquam in anti- 
odicibus grzcis non inve- 
ratur, tamen si aliquibus 
exemplaribus contin 


Paris, 1837. 

‘ Cf. Griesb. and Tischdf. ad Lue. 
iii. 22. The quotation of the words 
by Clement of Alexandria (Ped. 1. 25) 
is omitted in Griesbach’s Symébole 
Critica (11. 363). 
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‘ Jordan—when the voice had been addressed to Him 
‘Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten Thee—is de 
‘scribed in the Memoirs of the Apostles as having cometo. 
‘Him and tempted Him so far as to say to Him Worshy 

‘me’! The words which are definitely quoted form coni 
fessedly a part of the Evangelic text: and it does not 
appear from the construction of the sentence that Justix 


cites the Memoirs as his 
clause’, 


authority for the disputed 


This apparent mixture of two narratives is still mores 


noticeable in the passage in 


which Justin introduces the 


famous legend of the fire kindled in Jordan when Chri 


descended into the water. 


‘When Jesus came to the‘ 


‘ Jordan where John was baptizing, when He descended t4 
‘the water both a fire was kindled in the Jordan, and tha 


‘Apostles of our Christ Himself recorded that the Holy 
‘Spirit as a Dove lighted upon Him*” Here the cont 


1 Dial. c. 103: Kat yap ovros 6 
didBoros Gua TP avaBjva avroy aro 
rou worayuov rov ‘lopddvou ris gwvijs 
atr@ AexGelons Tlés pou el ot, éyw 
onuepoy ‘yeyévynxd ce’ ev Tots aro- 
py npovevuact Tay awoorb\wy yéypa- 
wrat wpoced\Owy avrg@ Kal weipdswy 
péxpe rou elxeiy aurp IIpooxiynoov 
por. The same words are quoted 
again (c. 88) without any reference to 
the Memoirs. 

The words occurred in the Ebion- 
ite Gospel: Epiph. adv. Her. Xxx. 
13. It is evident however that the 
narrative of the Baptism there given 
is made up from several traditions. 
That which it has in common with 
Justin must have been borrowed b 
both from some third source. Cf. 
Strauss, Leben Fesu, 1. 378 (Ed. 2, 
quoted by Semisch, p. 407, n.). 

3 Nothing depends upon this view. 
The textual authorities shew that the 
words of Ps. ii. formed part of St 
Luke’s Gospel in MSS. of the second 


century. 












2 Dial. c. 88: xal rére 
rov ‘Inoov érl rev ‘lopddeny we 
&0a 6 'Iwdevns éBdwrige, carers 
rov Inoov éwl rd Gdwp cal rip a 
dy rp 'lopddvy, xal avaddvros abre 
awd Tov udaros ws we pay rd dye 
wvevpa €miernyat ph abrés &ypayal 
ol dwéaroda avrol rovroy rov Xpera 
huey. The conjectural emendatiog 
avipda for avngpOn destroys the cc 
trast. 

In the Ebionite Gospel 
f. ¢.) the legend is given diff antly 
ws avGrdey dwd rod vdaros waN 
ynoav ol ovpavol...xai edOds we 
ékauwe roy roroy oes 
Comp. Auct. de rebapt, ap. Cypr. @ 
Otto (ad /oc.) quotes a passage frowq 
‘a Syriac liturgy’ which may ind 
cate the origin of the tradition 
Quo tempore adscendit ab aquis 
inclinavit vadtos suos. Justin 
pears to be the only Catholic 
who alludes to the appearance! 
unless the words of Juvencus 
jesta Det preasentia claret also 





a 
ia 
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iscomplete. The witness of the Apostles is claimed for 
that which our Gospels relate; but Justin affirms on his 
own authority a fact which, however beautiful and signi- 
ficant in the symbolism of the East, is yet without any 
support from the Canonical history’. 

The remaining uncanonical details in Justin are 
either such facts and words as are known to have been 
current in tradition, or natural exaggerations, or glosses 
on the received text generally suggested by some Pro- 
phecy of the Old Testament. 

He tells us that ‘those who saw Christ’s works said 
‘that they were a magic show; for they dared to call 
‘Him a magician and a deceiver of the people*.’ The 
Gospels have preserved the simplest form of this blas- 
phemy ; and it survived even to the time of Augustine’. 
Again in St Mark our Lord is called the Carpenter. The 
reading indeed was obliterated in the Manuscripts used 
by Origen, for he denied that our Lord ‘was ever Him- 
‘self called a Carpenter in the Gospels current in the 

; ‘Churches*;’ but it is supported by almost all the autho- 
tities at present existing. The same pride or mistaken 








reverence which removed the word suppressed the tra- | 


dition which it favoured ; but it is characteristic of the 
carliest age that Justin speaks of ‘the Carpenter’s works 


toit. It is however to be observed converse with Him; Exod. xxxiv. 





that in Manuscripts of the Old Latin 
ag’ a similar addition occurs: ¢f 
cum baptisarctur (Fesus g') lumen 
ingens circumfulstt (1. magnum ful- 
gebat g) de aqua ita ul timerent omnes 
qué advencrant (7. congregati erant 
g’). Compare also the addition of k 
to Mark xvi. 4. 

1 The details of the Transfigura- 
tion furnish an illustration he 
passage. Light is the sym ° 
God's dwelling-place; Exod. xiv. 
20; 1 Kings vili. 11; 1 Tim. vi. 16. 
Light is the outward mark of special 


C. 


oO. 
: 2 Dial. c. 69: of 8 Kal ratra 
éparvres ywhueva davraciay payixhy 
yivesOae Brcyov’ xal yap pd-yov elvar 
auvrdy éré\pwv Adyerw Kai AaowAdvoy. 
Cf. 4p. I. 30, and Otto’s notes. 

3 August. de Cons. Ezz. 1. 9: 
Christum propterea sapientissimum 
putant fuisse quia nescio quce illicita 
noverat.... 

4c. Cels. V1. 36: otdapod ray év 
rais éxxA\nolats depopdvww evaryye- 
Ay réxruv avros 6 "Incois dvayéypa- 
4TQ6. 


se 





ing Apocry- 
phat refer- 
ences in 
Sustin. 


Traditional 


Jacts. 


Matt. xii. 24 
xxvii, 63; 
John vit x2. 


Mark vi. 3. 
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Traditional 
sayings. 


‘which Christ wrought when among men, ploughs and 
‘yokes, by these both teaching the emblems of right- 
‘eousness and [enforcing] an active life’.’ 

In addition to these details Justin has recorded two 
sayings of our Lord not found in the Gospels. ‘Our 
‘Lord Jesus Christ said: In whatsoever I find you, in 
‘this will I also judge you®.’ Clement of Alexandria 
has quoted the same sentence with slight variations, but 
without any distinct reference to its source*., In later 
times it was attributed to Ezekiel, or some Prophet of 
the Old Testament‘; and though it was widely current, 
there is no evidence to shew that it was contained in 
any Apocryphal Gospel. It may have been contained 
in the Gospel according to the Hebrews*; but even if it 

were so, the tradition must have existed before the 
record, and may have survived independently of it 
The same holds true of the other phrase, ‘ Christ said: 
‘There shall be schisms and heresies®.’ If it were not 
for the mode in which Justin quotes them, the words 
might seem a short summary of our Lord’s warnings 
against the false teachers and false prophets who should 
deceive many. In the Clementines the two prophecies 


1 Dial. c. 88: ratra yap ra rex- 
Trovixa Epya elpydtero év dvOpurrots 
wy Aporpa xal fuyd, dia Tovrwy cal ra, 
THs Sexatoovwns ciuBora diddoxwy Kai 


Evangelic history. 

2 Dial. c. 47: 6 huérepos sag 
‘Tnaois Xpords elwev’ "Ey of 
vuas xaraddBw ey rovros Kal pili 


tévepy Ploy. Otto refers to the 
Arabic Gospel of the Infancy (c. 38) 
and to the Gospel of Thomas (c. 13) 
for similar traditions. The latter 
narrative (éwole. Gporpa xal fu- 
yous, said of Joseph) shews a re- 
markable coincidence of language 
with Justin. 

The statement which Justin makes 
(Dial. 17, 108, quoted by Eusebius, 
Hf. E. 1v. 18) as to emissaries sent 
out by the Jews to calumniate the 


| Christians, does not belong to the 


Cf. Otto, 2 loc. 

3 Clem. Quis Div. Salv. § 40. 

4 Semisch, p. 394. 

5 Cf. Credner, Bettrage, 1. 24} 
Introduction to the Study of the Ges 
pels, App. C, p. 426. 


6 Dial. c. 38: etre ‘vap...Esovrai 
oxlopara xal alpécers. Cf. 1 Cor. xi 
18, 19. The passage is quoted by 


Justin between Matt. xxiv. 5 (comp. 
vii. 15) and Matt. vii. 15, and distin: 
guished from them. 
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‘are intermixed : ‘There shall be, as the Lord said, false 


‘apostles, false prophets, heresies, lusts of rule’.’ Lac- 
tantius also affirms that ‘both Christ Himself and His 
“ambassadors foretold that many sects and heresies 
“would arise...*. 


Elsewhere Justin generalizes the statements of the | 
Gospels with what may seem natural exaggerations. | 


“Herod,’ he says, ‘commanded a// the male children in 
‘Bethlehem to be slain without exception®,’ yet he states 
in another place with more exactness that ‘Herod slew 
"all the male children who were born in Bethlehem 
"about the time of Christ’s birth*.” Again, when speak- 
lag of the calumnies of the Jews about the Resurrection, 
Justin not only gives the origin of the story as St Mat- 
thew does, but adds ‘that they chose out men whom 
'they sent into the whole world to announce the rise of 


'a godless and lawless sect’;’ a 


statement which ex- 


plains the character of Christianity recorded in the Acts 
Wet s¢ 2s everywhere spoken against. 


is Hom. XV1. 21: lcorrar ydp, ws 
| ghpes elrev, Yevdarbcroror, 
= wpopira, alpéceas, girapxiac. 
[he word yevdardarodos occurs like- 
me in St Paul (2 Cor. xi, 13), in 
jesippus (Euseb. H. £. iv. 22), 
usin (/. c. dvacriycorrat rod- 
Pevddéxproro: cai peviarsd- 
vedo: «al roddols rGy riordy 
Rapheovc:), in Tertullian (de Pre- 
¥. Heref. c. 4 quoted by Otto), 
ad in other suitors: so that it may 
siat to some traditional version of 
we Lord’s words. Cf. Semisch, 
- 391, anm. In Dial. 116 I can 
Wy see a reference to Zech. iii. 4 ff. 
a! in et with the thought 


rs ee, Dw. Iv. 30 (Semisch, 
393): Ante omnia scire nos con- 
et ipsum et legatos ejus pre- 
kiase quod plurimz sectze et hzereses 


haberent existere qus concordiam 
sancti corporis rumperent. Cf. Ter- 
tull. /. c. where the passage is appa- 
rently referred to the text of St Paul. 

3 Dial, c. 78: wdvras dwhas rods 
watdas Tous év BnOdedu éxdXevoey dy- 
atped jvat. 

* Dial. c. 103: [Hpwdov) dveddv- 
Tos wdvras Tovs éy BnOdedu éxelvou 
Tod KacpoU yewynOévras waidas. Ori- 
gen quotes the passage with some 
variations: wdvra ra wacdla dvei- 
Ae ra &» BnOdeedu wal &y (=raor) 
rots dplas adrys dwd dceerovs x.7.X. 
Comm. t# Matt. XVII. 11. 

5 Dial. c. 108: dvdpas xetporori- 
gayres éxdexrods els wmacay Thy 
olxoupéyny éxéuware xnptooovras 
Sri alpecis ris Abeos Kal dvonos éy7- 
yeprac awd ‘Inood riwos Tadsdalov 
widyov... 
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Chap. ii. More frequently he adds an interpretation to thg 
Cam: text which he quotes; as when he says that Josepy 
‘was of Bethlehem,’ as though that were his nati 
village, but Nazareth only his dwelling-place’*; or wheg 
in connexion | he speaks of ‘the magi from Avadia*’’ And this ve 
phecies. commonly happens when the gloss is suggested by q 
Prophecy. Thus he alludes to the cave in which og 
Is. xxxiii. 16. | Lord was born, because Isaiah had said He shall au 
LXX. 
ina high cave of a strong rock®, He speaks of the Sta 
ec which rose in heaven, not mentioning the East‘, app 
: rently because our Lord Himself is described as & 
Day-spring (dvatorn), the Star of Facob. He tells y 
that the foal of the ass on which our Lord entered ing 
Jerusalem was bound to a vine, as it was said of Jud 
Gen.xlix.1x. | that he bound his foal unto the vine’ :—that ‘there w 
‘no one not even one at hand to help Him [wh 
Ps. xxii. 11. |‘ betrayed] as being without sin,’ even as David bq 
prophesied in the Psalm*:—that the Jews when thg 
mocked Him ‘placed Him on a judgment-seat and sa 
Is. viii. 2. | ‘ Judge for us,’ as Isaiah had complained, ‘ they ask of 
LXX. 
‘now judgment’ :’—that ‘His disciples who were wi 
‘Him were scattered till He arose*;—that ‘all 
‘acquaintance departed from Him and denied Him 
Zech. xiii. 7. | referring to the prophecy of Zechariah quoted by ¢ 


Mt. xxvi. 31. 


Is. liii. Matthew, and the picture of Christ’s sufferings and los 
liness in Isaiah. 
Rete: Such is the analysis of Justin’s quotations from t& 


1 Dial. c. 78: dwoypagijs ovens é» 8 Dial. c. 103. 
Ty lovdalg rére wparns éxt Kupnylov 7 Ap. 1. 38. Comp. Abbot Lj 
avedn\vOer awd Nafapér &v@a wxet p. 50, who inclines to follow F 
eis BnOdedp S0er Hv avaypdyacba. rummond’s suggestion that Je 


2 Dial. l. c. and c. 106. took éxd@&oew in John xix. 13 inj 
3 Cf. p. 102, note 7. active sense (he se¢ Him on the jad 
* Dial. c. 106; 78. ment seat). 


5 Ap. 1. 32. Justin interprets the & Dial. c. 53. | 
prophecy in the same way in Dial. ® Ap. 1. 50. 
c. 53, without affirming this particular. { 


ye ee OT 
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oirs of the Apostles, of his various readings in 
gelic phrases, of his Apocryphal additions to the 
el history. The process is long, but a full exami- 
n of all the passages in question is the best answer 
yections which appear strong because isolated in- 
es are taken as types of general laws; and the 
: to which it necessarily leads is full of strength 
satisfaction for those who feel that the Catholic 
ch cannot have arisen from a mere fusion of dis- 
nt elements at the end of the second century, and 
still look anxiously and candidly into every docu- 
and every fact which marks the characteristics of 
rm and the stages of its growth. The details of 
n’s quotations shew us something of the manner in 
1 the Scriptures, and especially the Gospels, were 
by the first Christian teachers, something of the 
tions which existed in different copies (of which 
‘traces still remain), something of the extent and 
icter of the oral records of Christ’s life; but they 
i no ground for the belief that the Memoirs were 
aing but the Synoptic Gospels which we have, and 
exhibit no trace of the use of any other Evangelic 
ds. Justin lived at a period of transition from a 
tional to a written Gospel, and his testimony is 
tly fitted to the position which he held. He refers 
xoks, but more frequently he appears to bring for- 
words which were currently circulated rather than 
he had privately read. In both respects his witness 
ur Gospels is most important. For it has been 
n that his definite quotations from the Memoirs are 
cactly accordant with the text of the Synoptists as 
nds now, or as it was read at the close of the second 
ry, that there can be no doubt that he was as well 
iar with their writings as with the facts related in 


Theessential 
character of 
Fustin’s 
quotations. 


No trace tn 
Fustin of 
the use of 
any written 
document 
other than 
our Gospels. 





ustin’s 
istorical 
position 


SP 
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them. And the wide and minute agreement of his 
notices of the life and teaching of our Lord with what 
they record of it proves that his knowledge of the Gospel 
history was derived from a tradition which they had 
moulded and controlled, if not from the habitual and 
exclusive use of the books themselves’. 

His coincidences with Heretical or Apocryphal nar- 
ratives have been proved to be not peculiar to him, but 
fragments of a wide-spread recension of the Canonical 
text. His simpler divergences from the received text 
have been illustrated by parallel examples of his quota- 
tions from the Septuagint and by recognized various 
readings in other authorities. 

On a comprehensive view, all is seen to lead to the 
same conclusion. The lines which seemed at first to . 
cross one another at random give a result perfectly com- 
plete and symmetrical when followed out in every case 
to their legitimate limit; and thus, even judging from 
a mere critical analysis, it appears to be a fact beyond 
doubt that Justin used the first three Gospels as we use 
them, as the authentic memoirs of Christ’s life and work. 

If we glance at his historical position we seem to gain 
the same result with equal certainty. He states that the 
Memoirs of.the Apostles were read in the weekly ser- 
vices of the Church on the same footing as the writings 
of the Prophets; or in other words that they enjoyed 
the outward rank of Scripture. And since he speaks of 
their Ecclesiastical use without any restriction, it is na- 


1 The relation between Justin’s 
quotations and our Gospels is so in- 
timate that they cannot have been 
independent. The only alternative, 
namely that the Synoptic Gospels 
embodied the oral Gospel as it was 
, current in Justin's time, apart from 
historical considerations, is excluded 


by the fact that the Evangelists ex- 


hibit the narrative in the simplest 
form. At the same time it is evi- 
dent that the original oral Gospel 
could not have been so long pre- 
served in its essential purity without 
the counter-check of wntten Gospels. 
The tradition and the record mu- 
tually illustrate and confirm one an- 
other. 
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tural to believe that he alludes to definite books, which 
were generally regarded in the same light, and which 
had acquired a firm place in the common life of Chris- 
tians. He could not at any rate have been ignorant of 
the custom of the churches of Italy and Asia; and if 
his description were true of any churches it must have 
been true of those. Is it then possible to suppose that 
within twenty or thirty years after his death these Gos- 
pels should have been replaced by others similar and 
' yet distinct’? that he should speak of one set of books 
as if they were permanently incorporated into the Chris- 
tian services, and that those who might have been his 
scholars should speak in exactly the same terms of an- 
other collection as if they had had no rivals within the 
orthodox pale? that the substitution should have been 
effected in such a manner that no record of it has been 
preserved, while smaller analogous reforms have been 
duly chronicled*? The complication of historical diffi- 
culties in such a hypothesis is overwhelming; and the 
alternative is that which has already been justified on 
critical grounds, the belief that Justin in speaking of 
Apostolic Memoirs or Gospels meant the Gospels which 
were enumerated in the early anonymous Canon of 
Muratori, and whose mutual relations were eloquently 
expounded by Irenzus. 

It appears then to be established both by external 
and internal evidence that Justin’s ‘Gospels’ can be 
identified with those of St Matthew, St Mark and St 
Luke. His references to St John are more open to 
question ; but this, as has been already remarked, fol- 


1 CE pp. 75 f. or when Theodoret substituted the 
3 As for example when Serapion Canonical Gospels for the Harmony 
bedding certain in the church at of Tatian, of which he found ‘ above 
for the use of the Gospel of ‘two hundred in the churches’ 
St Peer (Euseb. 4. Z. vi. 13); 
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Canon and 
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lows from the character of the fourth Gospel. It. was 
unlikely that he should quote its peculiar teaching im 
apologetic writings addressed to Jews and heathen. But 
at the same time he exhibits types of language and 
doctrine, which seem to mark the presence of St Joha’s 
influence and the recognition of his authority’. 

In addition to the Gospels the Apocalypse is the: 
only book of the New Testament to which Justin alludes‘ 
by name. Even that is not quoted, but appealed to; 
generally as a proof of the existence of Prophetic power! 
in the Christian Church*. But it cannot be concluded. 
from his silence that Justin was either unacquainted with: 
the Acts and the Epistles, or unwilling to make use of! 
them. His controversy against Marcion is decisive as {0} 
his knowledge of the greater part of the books, and, 
various Pauline forms of expression and teaching shew| 
that the Apostle of the Gentiles had helped to mould: 


1 Cf. pp. 106, 107, n. 4. Justin's 
acquaintance with the Valentinians 
proves (as I believe) that the Gospel 
could not have been unknown to him 
(Dial. c. 35; comp. Ap. I. 26). 

A fresh examination of the paral- 
lels to the Gospel of St John in the 
writings of Justin leads me to speak 
more confidently than before as to 
his use of the Fourth Gospel. 

In addition to the passage in Af. 
I.c. 61 (John iii. 3—s) already no- 
ticed (pp. sr f.), the following 
parallels are of importance: Dial. c. 
88: John i. 20, 23. Dial. c. 29: 
John v. 17. Deal. c. 105 : John i. 
14 (18): ili. 16, 18. Comp. fravm. 
ap. Iren. Iv. 6,2. Dial. c. 49: John 
ix. Comp. Clem. Hom. XIX. 22. 
Dial. c. 100: John x. 18. Dial. c. 
gt: John iii. 17. AP. 1. 35: John 
xix. 13 (?) and more especially Dia/. 
c. 123: 3 John iil. 3 (xA70opmer xal 
éopév). Comp. Abbot, /. ¢. pp. 41 
ff. Liicke (Comm. #. d. Ev. Fok. 
34 ff.) has shewn the connexion be- 


tween Justin’s doctrine of the Logesi 
and the Preface to St John’s Gospeéej 
Otto (p. 81) also calls attention to Ml; 
doctrine of the Eucharist as related @ 
John vi. Compare also Just. /ragth; 
xI. ed. Otto, with Otto’s note. ‘ 

It may be worth while to notion! 
since the contrary has been ; 
that Justin makes no mention at 
of the Last Supper in Diad. 111, 
less does he contradict St John. 
deed his whole argument as to 
correspondence of Christ and the 
chal lamb suggests that he, in 
ment with St John, places the 
fixion at the time of the sacrifice 
the lamb, Nisan rath. 

2 Cf. p. 121. Ap. 1. 28:6 
yérns Tay xaxdp Saubvew O¢is 
Arar xal caravGs ral 8cdBed 
coincides remarkably with Apoc. mm 
a. The other to which Ota 
refers (a. a. é. 1843, I. 4%) 

Cc. 45, Apoc. xxl. 4, seems more Wi 
certain. 
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- both his faith and his language’. Thus he says ‘We 
‘were faught that Christ is the first-born (arpwroroxos) of 
‘God:’ ‘we have recognised Him as the first-born of 
_ ‘God and before all creatures :’ ‘by the name of this 
‘very Son of God and jirst-born of every creature (mrpe- 
‘roroxov maons KTicews)...every demon is overcome...’ 
‘through Him God arranged (xooyjoaz) all things*.’ 
Elsewhere he uses the example of Abraham to shew 
that circumcision was for a sign and not for righteous- 
ness, ‘since he, being in uncircumcision, for the sake of 
‘the faith with which he believed God was justified and 
‘blessed’.’ ‘By faith (alores) we are cleansed through 
‘the blood of Christ and His death who died for this‘;’ 
‘through whom we were called into the salvation pre- 
‘pared aforetime by our Father’’ ‘Christ was the 
“‘passover who was sacrificed afterwards*:’ ‘who shall 
‘come with glory from the heavens, when also the 
‘man of the falling away—the man of lawlessness (c. 
‘32)—-who speaketh strange things—blasphemous and 
‘daring (c. 32), even against the Most High, shall ex- 
‘ett his lawless daring against us Christians’.’ Else- 


1 Otto, a. a. O. 1842, II. pp. 41 ff. cause, or as the spring (éx) of justifi- 
absence of all mention of the cation. 


tame of St Paul can create no diff- 
calty when it is remembered that 
Justin speaks of St Peter as &a ray 
éreeré\we, and of the sons of Zebe- 
dee . Grous 300 adedgots. Dial. 
C. 106, 

* Ap. 1. 463; Dial. c. 100; Ap. 11. 
6; Dial. c. 8s. Comp. c. 84, xpu 
tirnos raw wdvrwy wonpdrur; cf. 
Col i. r5—17. 

, | Dial. c. 23: Kal ydp atrds 6 
ABpadu é» axpoBvoria wy deh rhe 
tleriy fp éwicrevoe TH Oew edt- 
keuiOy cal evoy}On. The depar- 
ture from the Pauline point of view 
& to be noticed ; faith is here repre- 
sented as the moving cause (8:4 acc.), 
and not as the instrumental (3:2 47.) 


4 Dial. c. 13. 

5 Dial. c. 13%. 

6 Dial. c. 1113 1 Cor. v. 7: ef. 
Otto, @. a. O. 1843, I. 38 f. who 
refers to several other coincidences 
between the Epistles to the Corinth- 
ilans and Justin. Déal.c. 14 || 1 Cor. 
v. 8: Ap. t. 60 |] 1 Cor. ii. 4 f. 

7 Dial. c. 110 (cf. c. 32): 880 
wapovotac alroU xariyyyeduévat elo: 
pia pev dv @ wabnros cal Adokes xal 
drimos xal oravpobmevos KexnpuKrat, 
h 8¢ devrépa dv 7 pera SbEns awe Tov 
oupaywy wdpecrar, Sray nai 6 Tis 
adrocragias dvOpwros 6 xal els ror 
Uyicrow Etadrda daddy eal ris vis 
aopua rodunoy els nuds rods xporia- 
vous, Comp. 2 Thess. il. 3 ff. 


Romans. 


Corinthians. 


3s Thessalo- 
nians. 


\ 
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where he speaks of Christ as ‘the Son and Afostle o& 
‘God’ 

The most remarkable coincidences between Justin 
and St Paul are found in their common quotations from 
the Septuagint. It is possible indeed that these may— 
have been derived from some third source, or grounded 
on a traditional rendering of the words of the Old 
Testament; but in the absence of all evidence of such 
a fact it is more natural to believe that the arguments 
of St Paul and the readings which he adopted were at 
once incorporated into the mass of Christian evidences, 
and reproduced by Justin so far as they fell within the 
scope of his works. One example will explain the na- 
ture of the agreement. Speaking of the hatred which 
the Jews shewed to Christians, Justin says to them that 
it is not strange; ‘for Elias also making intercession 
‘about you to God speaks thus: Lord, they killed Thy 
‘Prophets, and threw down Thy altars, and I was left 
‘alone, and they are secking my life. And He answers 
‘him: J have still seven thousand men who have not bent 
‘knee to Baal’? The passage agrees almost verbally 
with the citation of St Paul in the Epistle to the Ro- 
mans, and differs widely from the text of the LXX. 
Similar examples occur in other citations common to 


1 Ap. 1. 12, 633 cf. Hebr. iii. 3. 


xix. 10, 14, 18. In the LXX. the 
The title is used nowhere else in the 


text stands in ver. 10, {nAwr éfpAwKa 





New Testament but in this passage 
of the Hebrews. Otto also quotes 
two other parallels to the language 
of the same Epistle: Diea/. c. 13 I 
Hebr. ix. 13 f. : c. 34 || Hebr. viii. 7 f. 
The references to the Acés are un- 
certain, Cf. Ag. I. 49 || Acts xiii. 
27, 48. Otto, a. a. O. Still more 
so those to the Pastoral and Catholic 
Bien 
tto, a. a, O. 1843, I. pp. 36 ff. 
Dial. c. 39=Rom. xi. 3. 1 Kings 


Tw Kuply wavtoxpdropt dri éyxarAu- 
xov oe (Thy Stabnxny cav v. 14, v. 2. 
ge) of vlot "Iopand: (v. 14+Kai) rd 
Ovovagrypid cou xarécxayar (xabes- 
haw v. 14) kal rods wxpopyras gov 
dwéxrewa»y éy poudalg, cal uwoné- 
hequucs yw porwraros cal fnroves rhy 
yuxny sou AaBely aurny...v. 18: 
xararelyes ev 'Iopand éwrd xidcddas 
dvdpar, wdvyra yovara & ov WxdNacapy 
yoru Ty Baad... 
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Justin and the Epistles to the Galatians and the Ephe- 


sans’: and thus he appears to shew traces of the in- 
fluence of all St Paul’s Epistles with the exception of 
the Pastoral Epistles and those to the Philippians* and 
Philemon. 

In the other writings commonly attributed to Justin 
besides the Apologies and Dialogue the references to 
the New Testament exhibit the same general range. 
In the fragment On the Resurrection there are allusions 
to words and actions of our Lord characteristic of each 
of the four Gospels* without any trace of Apocryphal 
traditions ; and besides this there are coincidences of 
language with St Paul’s First Epistle to the Corinthians, 
the Epistle to the Philippians, and the First to Timo- 
thyS In the Address and Exhortation to Greeks there 
are apparently reminiscences of the Gospel of St John, 
of the Acts of the Apostles, and among the Epistles of 
St Paul of the First to the Corinthians and those to the 
Galatians and Colossians’. 

A combination of these different results will give the 


' These passages are : 
Ap. 1. §2=Rom. xiv. 11. — Isai. xlv. 23. 
Dial, c. 27= Rom. iii. 12—17. Ps. xiv. 3, 5, 103 cxxxix. 4. 
c.95=Gal. ili. 10. Deut. xxvii. 26. 
Deut. c. 96= Dial. iii. 13. Gal. xxi. 23. 
c. 39=Eph. iv. 8. _—~Ps.. Ixviii. 18. 


* The reference of Dial. c. 12 to 
bil. iii. 3 is very uncertain. 
8 (a) St Matthew xxii. 29 (c. 9); 
30 (c. 3); xxviii. 17 (c. . 
(8) St Mark xvi. 19 (c. 9). 
This reference is uncertain, 
but the occurrence of the 
word dpeA7pOn, and the con- 
nexion of the Ascension with 
the appearance after the Re- 
surrection point rather to 
the present conclusion of St 
Mark than to the Acts or to 
St Luke. 


(y) St Luke xxiv. 38, 39, 42 


C. 9). 

(8) St fohn Xiv. 2, 3 (c.g); xx. 
25, - (c. g); xi. 25 (cf. 
Cc. I 


* 1 Cor. xv. §3 (c. 10). Philipp. 
iil. 20 (cc. 7, g). 4 Tim. ii. 4 (c. 8). 

§ John viii. 44; Cohort. c. 21. 
Acts vii. 22; Cohort. c. 10. 1 Cor. 
iv. 20; Cohort. c. 35. 1 Cor. xii. 7 
—10; Cohort. c. 32. Galat. iv. 12, 
Vv. 30, 21; Orat. c. §. Coloss. i. 16; 
Cohort. c. 15. 


References 
to the New 
Testament 
in the frag- 
ment de 
Resurrec. ; 


the Oratio 
and Cohor- 
tatio ad 
Greecos. 


General re- 
sult. 
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Chap. ii. 


Limits to 
the Evidence 
of Fustin. 


How far he 
TECORNILES A 
standard of 
Apostolic 
doctrine. 


general conclusion of the whole section. And it will be 
found that the Catholic Epistles and the Epistles to 
Titus and Philemon alone of the writings of the New 
Testament have left no impression on the genuine or 
doubtful works of Justin Martyr. 

But the evidence of Justin so far as it is preserved 
stops short of the conclusions of the next generation. It 
establishes satisfactorily his acquaintance with the chief 
books of the New Testament Canon, and his habitual 
use of them within the range covered by his extant 
writings. But on the other hand it does not offer any 
clear indications of his recognition of a definite collec- 
tion of Apostolic books parallel to the Old Testament 
and of equal authority with it. It is possible, and in- 
deed likely, that this defect may be due in some degree 
to the nature of the subjects with which he deals. His 
object was to establish a conviction on the first elements 
of the faith and not to develope Christian truth. The 
coincidence of the facts of the Gospel with the ancient 
Prophecies of the Jews furnished him with arguments 
which he could not have drawn from the essential cha- 
racter of the Apostolic teaching. For the rest the words 
of Christ rather than the precepts of His disciples offered 
those broad maxims of Christian morality which could 
be presented with the greatest effect to readers who 
were at best very imperfectly acquainted with the nature 
of Evangelic doctrine. 

There are indeed traces of the recognition of an au- 
thoritative Apostolic doctrine in Justin, but it cannot be 
affirmed from the form of his language that he looked 
upon this as contained in a written New Testament. 
‘We have been commanded, he says, ‘by Christ Himself 
‘to obey not the teaching of men but those precepts 


‘which were proclaimed by the blessed Prophets and 
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‘taught by Himself*’ But this teaching of Christ was 
not strictly limited to His own words, as Justin explains 
in another passage: ‘As [Abraham] believed on the voice 
‘of God and it was reckoned to him for righteousness, 
‘i the same way we also when we, believed the voice 
‘of God which was spoken again by the Apostles of 
‘Christ, and the voice which was proclaimed to us by the 
‘Prophets, even to dying [for our belief], renounced all 
‘that is in the world’” Thus the words of the Apostles 
were in his view in some sense the words of Christ, 
and we are therefore justified in interpreting his language 
generally, so as to accord with the certain judgment of 
his immediate successors. His writings mark the era of 
transition from the oral to the written Rule’. His re- 
cognition of a New Testament was practical and not 
formal. As yet the circumstances of the Christian Church 
had not led to the final separation of the Canonical writ- 
ings of the Apostles from others which claimed more or 
less directly to be stamped with their authority *. 


Nore A: see page 123. 


Norton has brought forward some good passages from the first Apology 
(Note E, § 2); and Semisch has carried out the investigation with consider- 
able skill (pp. 239 ff.). Credner has collected Justin’s quotations, and 
compared them elaborately with the MSS. of the LXX. It is superfluous to 

raise the care and ability by which his critical labours are always marked. 
The exact summary of Dr Sanday, Zhe Gospels in the Second Century, pp. 
41 ff. must be added to the earlier authorities. 

The following Table of the more remarkable instances of the freedom of 

Justin’s quotations from the Old Testament, where the variations cannot be 


1 Yual. c. 48. 

2 Dial. c. 119: bv yap tpéwor éxei- 
vos TH Gury TOU Oeov éwlarevce...xal 
ques TY pwr] TOU Oeod TH Od Te THY 
adrocrd\uy Tod Xpiorov AadnOelon wd- 
Ney xal ry Sid THY rpopyTay xnpuxGel- 
on Bir Ticrevoayres t TOU ax0bvn- 
oxew Wace Tos éy TY KooHy areratd- 


peGa. Thus the Christian Gospel is 


in some sense a ‘republication ’ of the 
Gospel of the Prophets, and an obvi- 
ous analogy is suggested between the 
book of the Prophets in relation to 
the Lawgiver and that of the Apostles 
in relation to Christ. 

3’ Compare pp. §2 f. 

* Justin’s scholar Tatian will be 
noticed below in Chap. iv. § 10. 
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Chap. ii, | explained on the supposition of differences in MSS., will be useful 
who wish to examine the question for themselves : 


(a) Free quotations, giving the sense of the original text : 


Gen. i. 1—3 A pol. 1. 59 
— ili. 1g Dial. c. 102 
— vii. 16 — c.127 
— xi. 5 —_-_ — 

— xvii. 14 — ¢c.10 

Exod. iii. 2 &¢. A pol. 1. 63 
— xvii, 16 Dial. c. 49 
— XX 4 — C.94 
— xxxil. 6 — c. 20 

2 Sam. vii. 14 8qq. — c 118 
1 Kings xix. 14 sqq- — Cc. 39 
ob i. 6 — ¢.79 

ra vi. 21 (?) — C72 

Isai. i. 7 Apol. 1. 47 
——9 Dial. c. §§ 
— — 23 — c. 8 
~— iii. 16 — ¢27 
—v. 25 — ¢. 133 
— ix. 6 Apol. 1. 3 
— XXXv. § sqq. —-—— 406. Cf. Matt. x! 
— xlii, 16 Dial, c. 122 
— liv. 9 — c. 138 
— lix. 7,8 — C. 27 
— Ixvi. 1 — CC. 22 

Jerem. vii. 21, 22 —_-— 

— XXxl. 37 — CC, 123 

Ezek. iii. 17—19 — c. 83 

— xiv. 20 — C. 45 
— XXxvil. 7 A pol. 1. 52 
Hos. i. 9 Dal, c. 19 
oel ii. 28 — c. 87 
h. ii. 6 Afol. 1. 52 
— xii. 10 sqq. —- — 
(8) Adaptations of the text: 

Gen. xxxv. I Dial. c. 60 

Exod. iii. 5 Afpol, 1. 62 

Numb. xxi. 8, 9 — — 60 

—_-_ — Dial, c. 94 

Deut. xi. 16 sqq. ce \) 
— xxi. 23 — c.96. Cf. Gal. iii, 
— xxvii. 26 — c.95. Cf. Gal. iii. 
— XXX. 15, 19 Apol.t.44 * 

(y) Combinations of different passages : 
1. Isai. xi. 1, 10 
Numb. xxiv. 17 Apol. 1. 33 
2. Psalm xxii. 17—19 _ —. 28 
— iii. 5 3 
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3. Isai. hii. 12 . 

<2 lii. 13—liii. 8 A fol. I. 5° oa 
4- Zech. ii. 6 

Isai. xliii. 5 

Zech. xii. 11 sqq. 

Joel ii, 13 $44 A pol. I. §2 

i. Ixiii, 17 

— Ixiv. 411 
g. Ezek. xxxvii. 7 feet 

Isai. xlv. 23 ‘ 


6. Exod. iii. 3, 14, 18 — 63 

7. Isai. vii. 1o—16 
— viii. 4 Dial, cc. 43, 66. Cf. c. 97. 
— vii. 16, 17 


Isai. xvi. 1 


8. Jerem. ii. 13 
—c. 114 
Jerem. iii. 8 


_ It will be noticed that the free quotations are found almost equally 
distributed in the Afology and the Dialogue, being chiefly short passages 
for which it was not unreasonable to trust to memory: that the adapta- 
tons are probably confined to the Pentateuch—the typical history of the 
establishment of Israel: that the combinations are almost peculiar to the 
fist Apology, and consist of Prophecies fitted together according to the 
connexion of sense. 

These passages will serve to illustrate the general principles of Justin’s 
method of citation. In the following note will be found a table of the texts 
Which he quotes more than once, from which may be seen the amount 
of verbal accuracy with which he tontented himself. 


f Note B: see page 126. 


_ Ageneral view of the ie, which Justin quotes more than once will 

give a better idea of the value of this argument than anything else. 
¢ following list is I believe fairly complete. The sign |j indicates agree- 

Ment in the citations between which it stands; }€ difference; }{ }{ dif- 

ference from both the forms before given; v. ]., vv. ll., mark the existence 
one or more various readings apparently of less importance. 


ol Ty 2 Ap. 1. §9 || Ap. I. 64 v. 1 


Gen 
— ill. 22 Dial. 62 || Dial. 129 
— xv. 6 — 92. Cf.c. 119 
— xvill. I, 2 — 56 || Dial. 126 wv. Il. 
— — 13,148qq — 56] — 126 wv. Il. 
— xix. 24 — 56} — 127. Cf. ec. 129 
— Xxviil. 14 — 58 || — r20v.L 
— Xxxxii. 24 — 88 Cf. c. 126 
— xlix. 10 — §2 || Dial. 120 { Ap. I. 32 (avroregel), 
54. Cf. Credner, Bettradge, 11. pp. 
57 sqq- 
—_— — Ir — 54 Cf.c. 76 
Numb, xxiv. 17 Ap. 1.32} Dial. 106 


Prov. viii. 21—25 Dial. 61 [| — 129 wv. NL 
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Ps. i. 3 Ap. 1. 40 || Dial. 86 

— i. 7, 8 — —i||— 122 

— iii. 5 — 38} — 96 

— xix. 2—5 — 40|| — 64; 42 (ver. 4) 

— xxii. 16, 18 — 35} Ap.1. 38 H } Dial. 98 

— xxiv. 7 Dial. 36 || Dial. 127 }{ c. 85 HH AP.1. 51 
— xlv. 6—17 Dial, 38 || 7% 63 v. 1.3; 56 (vv. 6, 7); 86 

v. 7) 

— Ixxii. r—5, 17—19 Dial. 34 H — 64 WH Hc. 121 (v. 17) 

— xcvi. I—4 — 73. Cf. Ap. 1. 41 (1 Chro. xvi. 26 ff.) 
— xcix. I—7 — 37 Il Peal. 64 vv. Il. 

— Cx. I—3 — 32 || Ap. 1. 48 (but ‘Tep. for Lewy) 

Isai. i. 3 Ap. 1. 37 (Aads pov) || Ap. 1. 63 v. L (Aadbs pe) 
——9 — 53 Dial. 140. Cf. Dial. 55 

— — 16—20 — 44 || Ap. 1. 61 (omitting v. 19) 
——23 Dial. 82. Cf. c. 27 

— ii. 5, 6 — 135. Cf.c. 24 

— iii. 9, 10, 11 — 17 || Dial. 133 v. 1.3 c. 136 | 

— v. 18—20 — —i — —v.L; 4 Ap.1. 49 (v. 20) 
— vi. 10 Dal. 112 }{—  — 33. 

ya i — 43 — — 66 wv. UL. 

— xi. 1 Ap. 1. 32 (Cf. Numb. xxiv. 17) }{ Dial. 87 
— xxix. 13 Lal, 78 }{ Dial. 27 HE Ec. 140 Scapphoyw 
—-— 4 Dial. 32 4 —78H Mo. 38 HM Ke. 123 
— xxxv. 4—6 Ap.1.48 H — 69 

— xlii. 1—4 Dial.123}€ Dial. 135 

— lii. 15—liii. 1 sqq. Ap.1.50 || — 13 vv. Il. 

— lv. 3—5 Dial. 1ia}{ — 14 

— Ivii. 1, 2 Ap.1. 48 || — 16 vv. Il. 

— Ixiv. 1o—12 — 474 — 25} Ap. 1. §2 (v. ¥1) 

— lIxv. 1—3 Ap.t.49} — 24 

— Ixvi. 1 — 37\| — 22 
Ezek. xiv. 20 Dial. 45} — 44% He. 140 

Dan. vil. 13 Ap.1.51}€ — 3% 
Micah v. 1, 2 — 34l — 78 
Zech. ii. 11 Dial.trg5}{ — 119 
Mal. i. ro—12 Dial, 28 \| — ar. ll 


The only passage of any considerable length which exhibits continuous 
and important variations is Isai. xlii. r—4q. Cf. Credner, I1. 210 sqq. 

It will be noticed that the number of texts repeated with verbal accuracy 
is very small. 


NoTE C: see page 149. 


Though I am by no means inclined to assent without reserve to the 
judgment of Bornemann on D, yet it seems to me to represent in important 
features a text of the Gospels, if not the most pure, yet the most widely 
current in the middle or at least towards the close of the second century. 
This is not the place to enter into a discussion of the extent of its agreement 
with the earliest Versions and Fathers. It is sufficient to have the result 
indicated which seems to follow from it. The MS. was probably written 
about A.D. 500—5§§0, but it was copied from an older stichometrical MS., 


2: er rer: 





a. a S 
WoSe. goa ae ae ee Bere. 2 ee ei) Aa EeS Ur ee 
Bese Cadozs Joecst. Inti te wal: Creitaec. force. 1. gts 
In Lzxe ur. tt iuwe: Sa Se ae ee Sane ea Se So ete eee 
janet : ud ate 


in the texc, (22 f-Liwice sis: ose icc) ca Sar ahs eee 
panying Lz-- versicc , 
wer. 4. u& q«.. 
fo oy fuer. yee cries. ; 
G- TSS p4.crtr c= Sets irises. 
£3. €20- 555: 550 Sise ¢.2°--2 sre S: 
2. 6 5e ues tlre 2-yG cri.s. 
23. é@veyosr¢ . ca. Scat iis Ctseme | Fursne. 
24. Sgt €o28o2. 
co TR CLK TU Blo may bi wever ate oe ims... 
[28. Goiaro >? rascesse corti cociee Vols. 
29- Exo €5 a.qer iis Eno tutu Solari 2. 
gO. ra fé rig oo. cS czssyircs sino rs PTE wt To” Tose 
wal €XOdwrs Eves tw c.— Cimr. he reaiing .fe. 

These readings 2: is 29 te remez.tere! are fianiina Ms. cf the Cano 
nical Gospeis. Is :: hen sireciice tha: Vastin’s qo.tatiice were Jrawn 
directly from anothe:, which seni ost have Giferel irre frict the ecmmon 
text? For other reasozs 2: seems Sighiy improtaile that it wis ss. Dut act 
from the charac:er +7 s+ Taranons w sweet chey consistentiv rreserve. 

The greater inverpoticrs .f Dy are wel. xoiwe. Eximr.cs may be 
found in Marz. xx. 28; Loke ve. es xvi 8: Acts av. trav nmr Sn 
Credner has examice? masy <i the reaiiccs of UD -Aserric tr. 932 1 
bat he has by co meacs eaccaitel the tether | See 2s Scnvener, 


The pecuiiar reaticgs cf D are she test kr.twm and in macy respects the 

most remarkatle of those foicd in Mss. cf the Can. nica. Urs pels : nee 

readings of a like character cecer in con-:isratie niomiers in other of the 

most ancient Greek MSS.. 25 Scr instance in Cos. Sea. ing Joba, ant in 

copies of the oldest Versions. as ae x ci tke Jira: Ltn. ani in the 

Curetonian Syriac, which happens to ie the cniy cory of the @esus Syra 
to us. 

Similar reacings are aso focnd in Greek and Latin MSsS.of a mech 
later date. Compare Scrivener. C-<2x hastens: ~fyexu. 5 One of the 
most remarkable instances of a pecosiar firm of tent ic a Getached narrative 
has been lately broagh: ts ligh: in a fragment cf the ixth cemtury discovered 
in the Library of Trin. Coil. Camiriige 1: Wi. Tt ace foun tiy Mr White, 
the Assistant Librarian. in the b:nzinrg of a Ma. which came from Mourn: 
Athos. The litue scraps of which it is male up when rmghty hued together 
give the text of Mark vii. 30 Sa.57109—vi::. 16 6va dereis with the excep- 
tion of a few words, and aieut six ozher isuiste! verses of the same Gospel 
(vil. 3, 7, 8; ix. 2, 7.8.9) The larcer fragment w3 Gf Great interest, ans 
as it has not been published it may t+ weii 25 Reve the tex: of ihe rst pars- 
emp (ch. ce 31—37), which contains one of the very few passages pecucar 


Ke: raley efedOwr dz{o 715 
ope Tupou cas Si a0 oe 
goer exe Ty Oadajec jar 
res TadAmas ava pe[o o]y 
Tep opusy Tye Al exarc\c} 
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wo + Kat hepovow auTrw 
kwopoy Kat poyyt\aXoy 
kat ;apexadouy aurov 
(Pe Svacsoanaye xetpas + xas (omitting either raé or avrw) 
emthaBopevos avroy aro 
Tou oxAou Kar wdiay exru 
ev eo Tove daxtruXove au 
Tov kat eBadey ew Ta wra 

Tou Kwoou’."Kat nYaTo 
Tne yAwooag Tov poyyiva 

, dou + x{at] avaBreWac e[to] ror 

ouvoy [alyecrevater xat 
Aeyes aurw + epgada o eg 

rw S[carjux[O]yre nae & | evdewo 
nvocxOnoay aurouv at axo 
@t Kat Tou poyytAaXou edu 
siuuneaeenes Tno y............(avrou probably omitted) 
earn opOwo + xat decreraro 
au[rloe wa pndem Aeywou 

Ogo[y dje avroo duearedXero 

a[urJoc paddXov repiocore 
pwlo e]xnpvocory xa: way 

Teo [et]ewXnooovro \eyovres 

[xav\]wo wrarra wove Tove 
Kwpove wotet axovew 

Kat Tove adadove Aadeu, 


Thus we have in the space of seven verses, though there is no parallel 
narrative to disturb the text, the following readings in this Manuscript 
which are found nowhere else : 


vil. 31. dad Tar dplur. 
32. mwapexdXdovp., 
33. Exrucev els rods Saxrvdous adrod xal EBadew els ra wra Trot 
kwhod xal nyaro ris yAwooas (sic) rod poyytAdAov. 
35. Kal rot poyytAddAouv. 
37. kal wdvres ékerdi,c00rTO0. 
— wdyra roel, Tous K. 


Nor are the peculiarities confined to this one narrative. In the remain- 
ing verses the following readings are found in this Manuscript alone : 


[vii. 8. ddévres—dyOpwxwv omitted by homceoteleuton.] 
vill, 1. our[ax]Oévros for dvros. 

— 4. xoprdoa wee (order). 

ix, 2. peTapoppovra. 

— 7. dyamrnros dv éfehetduny. (Cf. Luke ix. 35, not Rec.) 


In addition to absolute peculiarities there are also about ten other 
readings which it gives in common with one or two other Manuscripts. 

Of the peculiar readings one it will be observed contains a repetition of 
a peculiarity (vv. 33, 35, the emphatic rod poyytAdAov); and another (ix. 7) 
is an adaptation of a familiar biblical phrase to a new connexion. Thus we 
find within the compass of a few verses in a comparatively late MS. of the 
Canonical Gospels phenomena similar to those presented by the most 


remarkable of Justin’s Evangelical quotations. All the fragments which 
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remain of the early variations of the text of the Gospels are fall of instruc- Chap. ii. 
tion; but it is wholly needless to have recourse to unknown or uncanonical a 
books for details which were probably introduced from tradition into our 
Canonical texts as soon as they were embodied in a se Gospels, 

if im fact they did ever find a place in the latter. 


Nore D: see page 156. 


An examination of the following passages common to Justin and the 
Homilies will shew how their citations differ : 


Matt. iv. ro LTom, viii. 21 Dial. ce ge3i 125 
— Vv. 39, 40 — XY. § Apol. 1. 16 
cf. Lu. vi. 2 

Matt. vi. 8 — I18 
— vii. 15 — iii. §5 — 16; Dial. c. 35 
— vill. 11 — xi. 35 Dial, c. 76 
— x. 28 — vii, 4 Apo. }. 19 
— xi. 27 — xviii. 3 — 63; Dial. c. 100 
— xix. 16 —- — 4 — 16; — c.41o0r 

Luke vi. 36 — iii, 57 — 1153; — c. 96 
— xi. 52 —- — — 17 

See Chap. iv. 


§ 8. Zhe Second Epistle af Clement. 


The so-called Second Epistle of Clement offers a re- He Second 
markable example of the transitional view of the New | ment ts the 


' Testament Scriptures which has been observed in Justin. frobatiy« 
‘ The former part of it together with the First Epistle is 
found at the close of the Alexandrine MS. of the Greek 
Bible, where it is reckoned among the books of the 
New Testament. The recent discovery of the close of 
the work’ places its character beyond doubt. It is a 
Homily (§§ 19, 20) and not a Letter. Its date is fixed 
most reasonably in the second quarter of the second 
century. In ancient times it seems to have been very 
little read and in itself it has little merit, but it is of 
great interest as the first example of its type of compo- 
? Published first oY. Philoth. Bry- was shortly afterwards (1876) pur- 


ennios at Constantino se in 1875. A chased at the sale of M. Mohl for the 
Syriac translation of the two Epistles University Library at Cambridge. 


N 2 
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sition. It may owe its connexion with the genuine 
Epistle of Ckement to the fact that it was probably 
sidressat to the Corinthian Church (§ 7), and, like 
Clement's Epistle, read there probably from time to 
eine, Eusebius is the earliest writer who mentions it, 
and he observes that it was ‘not so well-known as the 
‘tormer one ;’ while from the tenour of his language it 
is evident that he questioned its genuineness*. Jerome 
distinctly States that ‘it was rejected by the ancients,’ 
though it is uncertain whether he had any independent 
evidence for his assertion*®; at a later time Photius re- 
peats the same statement, and adds some unfavourable 
criticisms on the character of the book‘. 

But however little claim the writing may have to the 
Canonical authority which was sometimes assigned to it 
int Consideration of its supposed authorship’, there can be 
no doubt that it was an early orthodox Christian composi- 
tion of a date not much later than the middle of the 
second century. And it is of the greater interest because 
the writer is a Gentile and addressing Gentiles. The 
peculiarities of Justin’s quotations have been connected 


wore or less plausibly with his supposed Ebionitic con- 


Nexions and tendencies; but no such explanation is ad- 
missible in this case. If it were allowable to assume the 
existence of any special tendency in the writer it would be 
tuwards the Gospel of the Uncireumcision; but on the 
contrary he speaks as the confident exponent of catholic 


‘ Lightfoot, Clement of Rome, p. stola, quo a veteribus reprobatur. 
wa * Photius, Bidlioth. pp. 156, 163 

= Ruwts 20 AL rm. 38: loréow 8 (ed. Hoesch.). 
ox van Seurdpa ris elvac Adyerac rou = ~As in the Cod. Alex., the Apo- 
N\ pervs dmero\h od phy €0’ stolic Canons, Can. 76 (88), Alexius 
waawe FS wperdeg cal radrny yrw- Aristenus ad Can. A post. é.¢., though 
Awe queraucta, Ore nde cal rods not, as some writers have said, in 
dp \wvet adr yg xeypuudvors loner. Johannes Damascenus, de Fid. Orth. 

* ween, ae ivr. Zl. c. 13: 1V.17. See App. D. No. v. 
Fyaiua @& vecunda ejus nomine epi- 
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‘ruth, and his evidence may be received as the natural 
expression of the usage not of a party but of the age. 
The chief scope of the Homily is an exhortation 
towards the perfection of Christian life. It is addressed 
to Christians, and therefore the fundamental doctrines 
wf the faith are assumed. The importance of works is 
Insisted on, not that they may earn salvation, but be- 
tause Christ ‘saved us’ when ‘He saw that we had no 
hope of salvation except that which comes from Him’. 
‘We must not think meanly of our salvation,’ such is 
fhe opening of the discourse, ‘we must think of Jesus 
Christ as God, as the Judge of quick and dead. ‘Our 
‘reward is [that He will confess us] if we confess Him 
through whom we were saved*.” To quicken the per- 
leption of the need of this confession and to dwell on 
fie necessity of holiness is the immcdiate purpose of the 
gument, as it must be with every preacher, but no 
: occurs which points to holiness as necessary other- 
ise than as the condition of realising salvation. 
In support of his teaching the writer appeals to the 
Testament? and to the words of the Lord. Though 
writings of the Apostles would have furnished him 
almost every phrase which he needs, yet he never 
Is to any one of them as of primary authority. 
this silence was not due to ignorance and still less 
p any divergence from Apostolic doctrine. He was, as 
appears, acquainted with the writings of St Paul, St 
lames and St John‘, and he incorporates their thoughts 


2 i. borrowed. The passage contains 
C- ilk. a striking coincidence with 2 Peter 

¥% The very remarkable anonymous iii. 4. 

ce (Aéye: 6 wpopyrixds Nbyos, * For St PAuL see especially 

to some A hal book of c. vii.: els rods @Oaprovs dyavas 
Testament G a Book of xarawdéovow woddXol dAX ol wxdvres 

Ak) is found also in Clem. Zp. orepavodvrac ef ph ol roddd Kxomid- 

; 23, from which it may have been capes xal xadds dywrodpevos K.T.d. 
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Chap. ii. 


Its scope. 


Use of 
Scripture. 
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Chap. ii. 


Quotations 
' Of the Lord’s 
words. 





THE AGE OF THE GREEK APOLOGISTS. (Pant 
and words into his Homily in a manner which 
that they had become his own. He speaks of the 
tures generally (as it seems) under the title ‘the Boe 
and the Apostles’ (c. xiv. ra BiBAla wad oi arrootohe 
placing a kind of distinction between them. Up toh 
time the New Testament had no certain and definé 
existence as coordinate with the Old. The full exted 
of the teaching which it ratifies was received : the el 
ments of which it consists were known and recognise® 
but its actual authority was not formally or conscioumj 
acknowledged, though the Gospel at least was quotif 
as ‘Scripture, and as part of ‘the oracles of Gog 
(c. xiii. Ta Adyta Tod Oeovd), and, as will be seen in t 
next section’, the ‘Scriptures of the Lord’ were form 
into a collection and distinguished from other Christi 
writings, | 
The form of the quotations may have been inf 

enced in part by the character of the writing. Ing 
Homily it is more natural to quote the Gospels as § 
words of Christ than as the narrative of the Evangel 
But after due allowance has been made for -this usa 
enough still remains to shew the freedom which was pog 
larly allowed near the middle of the second century4 
dealing with Evangelic references and the influence s 
exercised by Apocryphal records. Of ten passages cif 


as compared with 1 Cor. ix. 24. c. dodA\upévny dxoorpépac els 7d 





xix.: éoxoriopeda thy didvoray Eph. 
iv. 17 f. Comp. c. xiv. 

c. ix.: def ody Huds ws vady Ocot 
gurdocew rhy cdpxa. 1 Cor. iii. 16; 
vi. 19. 

c. xi. 1 Cor. ii. 9; the Septua- 
gint gives quite a different render- 
ing. To these may be added c. i.: 
drobépevor éxeivo 6 wepixelueda védos. 
Hebr. xii. 1. 

For ST JAMES see c. xv. : puOds 


| obx Eoriy puxpds tasvwperns Wuxhy xal 


vat. James v. 20. 

For ST JOHN see c. ix.: ede 
ards 6 Kiptos 6 cucas has de pil 
wparov xveipa éyévero capt 
ourws huds éxaddecer. John i. x 

C. Xvii.: oval quty Eri od Fe waky 
poeper xal obx érirredoner. Jok 
24, 28. Compare also the phe 
Eyrwpev &’ adrov rév wardpa rH 
Gcias (c. iii.), wapdxAnros (c. vi.) 

1 See page 191, n. 2. 





a Sun 3 
= == —_ We ee 
. 


LJ THE SECOND EPISTLE OF CLEMENT. 183 


Chap. ii. 


from the Lord’s teaching two only are referred to writ- 
ten sources. After quoting a passage of Isaiah with the 
game application of it as is made by St Paul’, the writer 
continues, ‘And moreover another Scripture saith / 
‘came not to call righteous men but sinners’ ,;’ a saying 
which is exactly contained in St Matthew and St Mark. 
‘The Lord saith in the Gospel,’ he adds in another 
place, ‘If ye kept not that which is small who will give 
‘you that which is great? For I say unto you that he 
‘that is faithful in very little is faithful also in much®.’ 
Of this passage the last clause occurs verbally in St 
Luke xvi. 10, but the first part is not found in our 
Gospels. There is however some evidence to shew that 
ft was once an alternative rendering of Luke xvi. 11, 
as it is quoted in the same form in the early Latin 
translation of Irenzus‘, though no Latin text of the 
Gospel at present preserves it. Of the anonymous quota- 
tions only one agrees verbally with our present Evan- 
gelic text, and that with St Luke®. Another passage, 
introduced by the remarkable words ‘ God saith,’ appears 
also to be freely quoted from St Luke*®. Two or perhaps 
three others are free renderings of sayings preserved by 
St Matthew. ‘ [Christ] says Himself: zs that confesses 


2 Is. liv. 1: Gal. iv. 27. The pas- 


care, Td peya tls Upiy Suoet; Aéyw 
ae is taken verbally from the 
X. 


yap tuiv Sri 0 mires év Aaxlory 
Kal éy TOAD mwiotés €or. On the 


%c. i: cal érépa 8 ypadh Adyer 
brs od 7O0r xardoat dixalovs dd\AA 
kmaprwrots. ‘The words occur Matt. 
ix. 33 Markii. 17. In the parallel 
passage of St Luke (v. 32) els uerd- 
vesay is added, in which form it is 


foes in Barn. Ep. c. v-, and Just. 
Ap. 1. 15 
It vir be *yemembered that a pas- 


7 ee St Matthew is quoted as 

ptare’ by Barnabas: see p. 62. 
Sc. viii: Adyer yap 6 Képros &y rp 

HayyeAlp’ Ei rd puxpdy otx érnpi- 


use of ro evayyédcov See p. 113, R. 2. 
© 6; Har. II. 34. 3. 
5c. vi.: Luke xvi. 13, ovdels ol- 
xérns Sivarat Svat xuplos Sovrcdeuw, 
and just afterwards Oe SovAcverw Kal 


papwvg. In Matt. vi. 24 clxérns is 
not found. 
6 c. xili.: ob xdpes vir el dyarGre 


Tous dyararras Upas, dAAd xapis Uuly 
el Gyanare rods €xOpovs 42) Tobs ps- 
colvras ypas. Compare Juke vi. 32, 


35: 
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‘| © the whole world and lose his soul* ?’ 
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‘me in the face of men will I confess zz th 
‘Father’.’ ‘For what is the profit zf a mz 
‘Let 
‘fore only call Him Lord, for this will not 
‘he says, ot every one who saith to me Lor 
‘be saved, but he that doeth righteousness*’ 
‘The remaining four quotations are un 
derived from Apocryphal sources so far as 
concerned, though they have points of clo: 
with the Canonical writings. ‘For this rea: 
‘said: Should you be gathered with me it 
‘and not do my commandments, I will ca: 
‘and wll say to you: Get you from me: I} 
‘whence ye are, workers of \awlessness*.’ 
‘says ye shall be as lambs zx the midst of 
‘Peter answering says to him: [What] the 
‘should tear the lambs in pieces? Jesus 
‘Let not the lambs fear the wolves aft 
‘and fear ye not those who kill you and . 
‘{more] to you: but fear Him who aftc 
‘has power over soul and body to cas! 
‘fire’’ We have no data for ascertain‘ 


Vo, ili. : Aéyee 82 xal adros roy 
oporkoyhoarvtd pe évwrioy Tar 
advOpwrwy ouortocyjnow avrov évyw- 
wtoyv rov warpés pov. Compare 
Matt. x. 32. No closer parallel is 
preserved. 

2c, vi: rl yap ro OpeXos eav Tis 
Tov OAoy Kéchoy xepdnoy Thy be yu- 
x1” gnuw0y; compare Matt. xvi. 
26. The phrase rl [ro] Spedos is 
found in James ii. 14, 16, and 1 Cor. 


3c. iv.: ...Aéyes yap’ Ov was o Aé- 
your por Kipe Kipre co wO yo crac adrAd 
6 rowry ry Sixacogdyny. Compare 
Matt. vii. 21. No closer parallel is 
found. 

* civ. ...€ay greper éuod oup- 


nypévos éy - 
woinre Tas 
AW Upas xai 
é€n00° ovK ol 
rac dvople 
23; Luke - 
very varin 
clse in thi- 
Scv.: 
oOe ws a, 
npbels 5é 
our aor 
Eley o 
BelcOwa 
7d awrol 
Betade 
pnder 
poBeia 
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passages were taken. Their length and style seem to 
indicate that they were derived from writings and not 
from oral tradition, but whether they were taken from 
any of the numerous Apocryphal Gospels, or from 7ra- 
ditions like those named after Mathias, or Expositions 
like that of Papias, is wholly unknown. The two quota- 
tons which are stjll left can be certainly connected with 
two Apocryphal Gospels, even if they were not imme- 
diately taken from them. ‘The Lord said: My bre- 
‘thren are these who do the will of my Father'” The 
idea of the passage is contained in St Matthew, but 
the. turn of expression, which is noticeable, recurs in 
A quotation made by Epiphanius from the ‘Ebion- 
“ites,” and it cannot be doubted that the writer of the 
Homily derived it from some such source. The re- 
‘maining quotation is much more remarkable. ‘The Lord 
‘*Himself having been asked by some one When His 
‘kingdom will come? said, When the Two shall be One, 
and that which is Without as that which is Within, and 
‘the Male with the Female neither Male nor Female®*.’ 
This passage Clement of Alexandria, who also quotes 
it, says ‘was contained, as he believed, in the Gospel 
‘cording to the Egyptians’ 

It is however of comparatively little moment from 
\What special source the sayings were derived, for there is 
+0 reason to believe that they were taken from any one 





Swre ovelay yuyxis cal cwparos 
"08 Badeiy els yedvvay wupbs. Com- 
pure Matt. x. 16, 28; Luke x. 3; 
4,5- No other trace of the con- 
Femation i is preserved. 
: elrey o Kupios *Adergol 
earn elaocy of rotoiwres 7d dédnya 
igi pov. Compare Matt. xii. 
e quoted by Epi- 
ail from the ebinnites—it i is not 
id from what exact source—is: ov- 


ol wovovvres rd OeAnparTa TOU xa- | 


pos pov. For the plural ra 8d 7- 
para see Cod. B Mark iii. 35; and 
also Cod. ® Matt. vii. 21. 

2 co. xii: éwepwrndeis yap avrds 6 
Képtos uwd tivos wére ytec adrod 7 
Bacwrcla elrev "Oray Exra: ra duo by, 
kal rd Eiw ws 7d ow, Kal rd dpoev 
herd Tns Ondelas ovre dpoev obvre 
6ndv. Compare Galat. iii. 28. Cf. 
Introduction to the Study of the Gos- 


f clow ol ddedpoi pov kal » wjrnp pels, p. 427 2. 
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book’. The majority of the quotations are more like 
passages of the Canonical text than any other known 
record, and the two which are connected with other 
books are connected with books which appear to have 
been widely different in scope and character. No ques- 
tion therefore arises whether a Gospel was used which 
occupied the place of the Canonical Gospels. The phe- 
nomenon to be observed is that these were not re- 
garded as the sole record of the teaching of the Lord. 
The feeling which led men to the words of Christ still 
survived cven when the record of them had received 
| the name of Scripture. It was not confined to any 
‘one party, but was common to all: to the Gentile no 
less than to the Jewish Churches. And it co-existed 
with that spirit which found its fitting expression in the 
| next gencration, and finally separated our four Gospels 
from all others both in popular use as well as in intrinsic 
and recognised authority’. 








1 It may be noticed in particular XvII. §; Just. Af. I. 19. 
that they differ from corresponding  c. vi.: Luke xvi. 13; Clem. Recogn. 
passages in the Clementines. Com- V.9 
| pare c. v.; Matt. x. 28: Clem. Hom. 





| ? The quotations which occur in the two Zfistles to Virgins assigned to 
| Clement, which are preserved in a Syriac translation, deserve more notice 
; than they have received, and this will be the most convenient place for call- 
| ing attention to them. The Epistles in question were first published by 
| Wetstein as an Appendix to his New Testament in 1752. Tle found them 
in a Manuscript of the Syriac New Testament written at Mardin in 1469, 
which he obtained from Aleppo. The Manuscript contains all the books of 
| the Syrian Canon with the Ecclesiastical Lections, and as an Appendix the 
remaining four Catholic Epistles (2 Jeter, 2, 3, fokn, Fude) and the two 
Epistles of Clement to Virgins (Wetstein, Proleg. 11. Iv.). The Apocalypse 
is not contained in it. No other known Manuscript, as far as I am aware, 
contains the Epistles, so that like the two Greek Epistles they depend upon 

a single copy. 

It would be impossible to enter into the question of the authenticity of 
the Epistles, which has found a zealous advocate in their latest editor, Card. 
Villecourt. They cannot I belicve be much later than the middle of the 
second century, and it is hardly probable that they are much earlier. The 

picture of Christian life which they draw belongs to a very early age; and 
j the comparison of the use made of Scripture in them with that made by 
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Clement in his genuine Epistle shews that a considerable interval is required | 


for a satisfactory explanation of the difference of manner. 

As in all the writings which have been examined hitherto so here the 
mass of quotations is anonymous; but it is hardly too much to say that 
whole paragraphs of these Epistles are a mosaic of Apostolic phrases. Some 
of the references to the Christian Scriptures however are more explicit, 
though no book of the New Testament (nor yet of the Old) is mentioned 
by name. Thus ‘the divine Apostle’ is cited for the condemnation in 
2 Thess. iii. 11 ff, 1 Tim. v. 11‘. The words in 2 Cor. xi. 29 are quoted 
as ‘words of the Apostle?;’ and Rom. xiv. 15 and 1 Cor. viii. 12 as ‘say- 
‘ings of Paul?.’ ‘It is written,’ it is said again, ‘of the Lord Jesus Christ, 
‘that when His disciples came and saw Him conversing apart near a well 
* with the Samaritan woman, they wondered that he talked with a woman‘.’ 
‘We read,’ it is said in the same chapter, ‘that women ministered to the 
. stles and to Paul himself®.’ Other passages are quoted with the for- 
m applied to Scripture from 1 eter, Fames, Romans, 1 Corinthians, 
Colossians, Hebrews, ania Timothy®, 

The anonymous quotations extend over a wider range and include pas- 
sages from St Matthew, St Luke (£9. 1. 3, 6; 1. 15), St John (Zp. 1.8, 13; 
11. 15), Acts (Zp. I. 9), 1 Peter, James, 1 John (Z#. 11. 16), and probably 
from all the Epistles of St Paul, including Hebrews, except that to Phile- 
mon (for Titus see £. I. 4). 

There are not however any quotations out of St Mark, 2 Peter, 3, 3 John, 
ude, and the Apocalypse. This is by no means surprising with regard to 
t Mark. The comparative fewness of the Evangelic citations in the two 

Epistles and the small number of peculiarities in his Gospel render it 
extremely unlikely that any passage certainly derived from it should have 
been found. The same may be said, though with far less likelihood, of the 
shorter Catholic Epistles; but if the writer had been acquainted with the 
Apocalypse he could hardly have failed to quote such a passage as xiv. 4, 
which has the closest connexion with his argument. 

In general it will be observed that (with the obviously accidental omis- 
sion of St Mark and Philemon) quotations are made from every book 
included in the Syrian Canon and from these pr The fact is significant, 
and probably points to the country whence the Epistles derived their 
origin, though it is clear from internal evidence that they were originally 
written in Greek. 

One indication of the early date of the Epistles may be noticed in addi- 
tion to the anonymous form of the quotations. The enumeration of the 
primary authorities binding on the Christian is given in the form ‘the Law 

and the Prophets and the Lord Jesus Christ’,’ just as it was given by 
Hegesippus, as we shall see afterwards. But while the formula witnesses 
to the antiquity of the record, the usage of the writer shews convincingly 
that it did not exclude the fullest recognition of the authority of St Paul 
and of the Three. 

Compare Lardner’s Dissertation (Works, Vol. x1. pp. 197 ff.); and 
Card. Villecourt’s Dissertatio Previa reprinted by Migne, Fatr. App. 1. 
355 ff. Beelen, S. Clementis Epp. it. de Virginitate, Lovanii, 1856. 


1 Ep. 1. 10; 11. 13. 8 Ep. 1. 12. 3 EAU. §. 
4 Ep. 1. 15: John iv. 27. 6 Jbid. Cf. Rom. xvi. 1, 2, &¢. 
© £6. 1. 11 (James iii. 2; 1 Peter iv. 11); 1. 8 (Rom. viii. 9); 1. 6(1 Cor. iv. 16. Cf. 
c. arene Ep. ti. 13); 1. 11 (Coloss. iv. 6); 1. 6 (Hebr. xiii. 7); 1. 3(2 Tim, ui. 5). 
p. 1. 326 
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§ 9. Dionysius of Corinth and Pinytus. | 


Ecclesiastical usage prepared the way to the recog- 
nition of the authority of the New Testament. It has 
been shewn from the testimony of Justin Martyr that 
the reading of the Memoirs of the Apostles’ formed part 
of the weekly service of Christians: two fragments of 
Dionysius of Corinth throw light upon this usage. Dio- 
nysius appears to have been bishop of Corinth at the 
time of the martyrdom of Justin®; and the passages 
in question are taken from a letter to Soter bishop of 
Rome. His testimony is thus connected both chrono- 
logically and locally with that of Justin. There is no 
room left for the accomplishment of any such change 
in the organization of the Church as should cause their 
words to be applied to different customs. 

‘To-day was the Lord’s-Day [and] kept holy,’ Dio- 
nysius writes to Soter, ‘and we read your Letter; from 
‘the reading of which from time to time we shall be 
‘able to derive admonition, as we do from the former 
‘one written to us by the hand of Clement®’ There 
are several points to be noticed here: it is implied that 
the public reading of Christian books was customary— 
that this custom was observed even in the case of those 
which laid no claim to Canonical authority—that it 


1 p. 113. 
2 Hieron. de Virr. Ill, c. 27: Cla- 
ruit sub Impp. L. Antonino Vero et 
L. Aurelio Commodo. Routh (1. p. 
177) fixes his death about 176, when 
Commodus began to reign jointly 
with his father. 

3 Euseb, H. £. Iv. 23 (Routh, p. 
180): Thy onpepoy ovv Kupraxhy aylay 
npépay Suryayouer, ey G dvéyrwper 


Yuwy thy émioro\qy’ Gv Etouer del 
wore dvyaywuoxovres vovOerciabar ws 
kal ryv wporépay yuiv dd KAjuerros 
ypageicay. The plural pronoun (v- 
pwy) is to be noticed. Cf. p. 57, and 
n. I. 

The first clause is somewhat ob- 
scure. If Kuptaxy be not a gloss, 
dylay huépay must be taken I think as 
a predicate, as I have translated it. 


I,J DIONYSIUS OF CORINTH. 


had been practised from the Apostolic age. Tertullian 
in a well-known passage’ appeals to the copies of the 
Epistles still preserved by the Churches to which they 
were first written. The incidental reference of Dionysius 
shews that he is not using a mere rhetorical figure, If 
the Letter of the companion of Apostles was treasured 
up by those whom it reproved, it is past belief that 
the Churches of Ephesus or Colossz or Philippi should 
have received, as Apostolic Letters addressed to them- 
selves, writings which were not found in their own ar- 
chives, and which were not attested by the tradition 
of those who had received them. The care which was 
extended to the Epistle of Clement would not have been 
refused to the Epistle of St Paul. 

Dionysius it is true says nothing in this passage 
directly bearing on the writings of the New Testament ; 
but in referring to the ecclesiastical use of Clement’s 
Epistle he proved that the Corinthian Church must have 
retained throughout the doctrine of St Paul, to whose 
authority it gives the clearest witness. And not only 
this, but so far as the Epistle of Clement was found 
to be marked by a peculiarly Catholic character’, the 
reception of that document is in itself a proof of the 
perpetuity of the complete form of faith which it ex- 
hibits. The Catholicity of the Corinthian Church is 
indeed expressly affirmed in another fragment. Just 
as Clement appealed to the labours of St Peter and 
St Paul, placing them in clear and intimate connexion’, 
Dionysius describes the Churches of Rome and Corinth 
as their joint plantation. ‘For both,’ he says, ‘having 
‘come to our cify Corinth and planted us, taught the 
‘like doctrine; and in like manner having also gone to 


1 de Prescr. Heret. c. 36. 3 Clem. ad Cor. 1. §. 
3 Cf. pp. 24ff.: see also p. 207. 
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‘Italy and taught fogetner there, they were martyrs 


‘at the same time’. 

The intercourse of Dionysius with foreign Churches— 
his ‘inspired industry’ as it has been called’—gives an 
additional weight to his evidence. Besides writing to 
Rome, he addressed ‘Catholic Letters’ to Lacedemon 
and Athens and Nicomedia, to Crete and to Pontus, for 
instruction in sound doctrine, for correction of discipline, 
for repression of heresy’. The glimpse thus given of 
the communication between the Churches shews their 
general agreement, and the character of Dionysius con- 
firms their orthodoxy. There is no trace of any wide 
revolution in doctrine or government—nothing to sup- 
port the notion that the Catholic Creed was the result of 
a convulsion in Christendom, and not the traditional 


embodiment of Apostolic teaching. 
There were indeed heresies actively at work, but their 


1 Euseb. #. £. 11.25 (Routh, /.¢.): 
Taira (al. ravry) xal vpels dia r7s 
rocatrns vouGeclas tyv dxd Ilérpov 
kal Iladdou durelay yervnbeicav ‘ Pw- 
palwy re xal Kopudiwv cuvexepdcare. 
cal yap dudw xal els rnv tperépay 
KéperOov pureisavres nas Spolws édi- 
Sagay* opolws Sé xal els Thy "Iradlay 
duboe &:ddzavres éyvapripnoay xard Tov 
aurdy xatpov. It is difficult to fix the 
exact sense of éuolws and opuéce in the 
last clause. I believe that dpolws is 
to be taken with the whole sentence 
and not with d:dagavres, and that 
dudce expresses simply ‘to the same 

‘place.’ Bishop Pearson’s interpreta- 
tion (Routh, p. 192) seems to rest on 
false analogies. 

? Euseb. H. EZ. Iv. 23: &Oeos ge- 
Aororla. 

3 Euseb. 7. ¢. The description 
which Eusebius gives of the Letters 
accords with what might have been 
conjectured of the characteristic 
faults of the churches. ‘'H péy wpés 


Aaxedacpovlous opPodotlas carnxyrexy, 
elphyns re xal érwoews bwoderexy’ 
7) 62 xpds *AOnvalous Scepyerixny wlorews 
kal T7s xara Td evayyéXcoy wodcrelas 
- OAn 5¢...mpds Nixoundéas déperat 
by 7 TH” Mapxluwos alpecww rodeuaw 
Ty THs GAnOelas waplorara: xaydm... 
The Cretan churches he warns against 
‘the perversion of heresy,’ and cau- 
tions Pinytus bishop of Gnossus 
against imposing continence. The 
churches of Pontus—the home of 
Marcion—he urges to welcome those 
who came back to them after falli 
into wrong conversation or hereti 
deceit. From these casual traits we 
can form a picture of the early Church 
real and life-like, though differing as 
widely from that which represents it 
without natural defects as from that 
which deprivesit of all historical unity. 
There is nothing | to shew what ‘the 
‘divine scriptures’ were of which he 
added expositions in his letter to the 
Church at Amastris. Euseb. /. ¢. 
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progress was watched. Some of their leaders ventured 


to corrupt orthodox writings, but they were detected. 
‘When brethren urged me to write letters,’ Dionysius 
says, ‘I wrote them; and these the apostles of the devil 
‘have filled with tares, taking away some things and 
‘adding others, for whom the woe is appointed’ (comp. 
Apoc. xxii. 18). ‘It is not wonderful then that some 
‘have attempted to adulterate the Scriptures of the 
‘Lord (ray xuptaxov ypadev), when they have formed 
‘the design of corrupting those which make no claims 
‘to their character (tais ov rotavtais [sic] émiBeBov- 
‘Nevxacr)’.’ It is thus evident that ‘the Scriptures of 
‘the Lord’—the writings of the New Testament’—were 
at this time collected, that they were distinguished from 
other books, that they were jealously guarded, that they 
had been corrupted for heretical purposes. The allusion 
in the last clause will be clear when it is remembered 
that Dionysius according to Eusebius ‘warred against 
‘the heresy of Marcion, and defended the Rule of truth’ 
(raplotacGat cavers adnOeas). The Rule of Truth and 


1 Euseb. /.c.:'’Emiorodds yap aded- 
gu aliwoavrwy pe ypayat Eypaya: 
xal ravras ol roi dcaBddov awdorodot 
fivarlwy yeyeucay, d ev ctacpovvres 
a 82 rpooriOévres, ols ro oval xetrat. 
ov Oavyacrdy dpa el xal ray xuptaxwv 
padioupyjoai tives [revas Routh] éxe- 
BéBAnvra: ypagday, Orore Kal rais ov 
raavras ériBeBovrAetxact, It is men- 
tioned that Bacchylides and Elpistus 
urged him to write to the churches of 
Pontus (Euseb. /. ¢.); it is then pos- 
sible that he alludes to the corruption 
of this very letter by the Marcionites. 
The parallel thus becomes complete. 
The Kew Testament Scriptures and 
the letters of Dionysius were cor- 
rupted by the same men and for the 
same purpose. 

3 a xuptaxal pagal form the cor- 


relative to al 'Iovdaixal ypagal (comp. 
p- 95). The phrase is just one of 
those which naturally indicate a be- 
lief not expressly stated. Of course 
it is not affirmed that the collection 
here called al xvpraxal ypagal was 
identical with our ‘New Testament,’ 
but simply that the phrase shews 
that a collection of writings belong- 
ing to the New Testament existed. 
The whole usage of xuptaxés in Chris- 
tian writers is decisive against the 
application of the word to the Scrip- 
tures of the Old Testament in this 
connexion. The comparison of the 
title of the work of Papias \oylw» 
kupraxaw éfyynows with this definite 
phrase al xupmaxal ypagal is full of 
interest. 
4 Cf. p. 190, note 3. 
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the Rule of Scripture, as has been said before, mutually 
imply and support each other. 

The language of Dionysius bears eyident traces of 
his familiarity with the New Testament. The short 
fragment just quoted contains two obvious allusions, one 
to the Gospel of St Matthew and one to the Apocalypse; 
and in another passage he adopts a phrase from St 
Paul’s first Epistle to the Thessalonians’. 

One sentence only has been preserved of an answer 
to his Letters, but that is marked by the same spiritual 
tone. The few words in which Pinytus asks for further 
instruction tend to shew that the familiar use of Apo- 
stolic language was a characteristic not of the man but 
of the age. He urges Dionysius to ‘impart at some 
‘time more solid food, tenderly feeding the people com- 
‘mitted to him with a Letter of riper instruction, lest by 
‘continually dwelling on milk-like teaching they should 
‘insensibly grow old without advancing beyond the 
‘teaching of babes*.’ The whole passage is built out of 
the Epistle to the Hebrews; and throughout the Letter, 
Eusebius adds, the orthodoxy of the faith of Pinytus 
was most accurately reflected. 

If our records be scanty, at least they have been 
found hitherto to be harmonious. It may seem of little 
importance to note passing coincidences with Scripture ; 
and yet when it is observed that all the fragments which 
have been examined in this section do not amount to more 
than thirty lines, they prove more clearly than anything 
else could do how completely the words of the Apostles 


1 Euseb. /.c. :...rods avedyras adeX- ecavcs row vmx’ alr@ Nady vrobpe- 
gods ws réxva warhp girécropyos arra, we un dtaréAous rois yaXa- 
(cf. Rom. xii. 10) rapaxad@». krwiecty dvdisarplBovres Adyus TH 

2 Euseb. J.c.:...dyrewapaxadet 5¢ vnwiwder dywy7G AdOorev nares 
orepporépas Hin wore peraddovac cayres. Cf. Hebr. v. 12—14. 
Tpopys redetorépots ypaupaow 
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were infused into the minds of Christians. They offer 
an exact parallel to modern usage in quoting the New 
Testament, and so far justify us in attributing our own 
views of the worth of the Apostolic Scriptures to the 
first Fathers; for as they treated them in the same 
manner as we do, they could hardly have rated them 
less highly. 


§ 10. Hermas. 


As we draw nearer to the close of this transitional 
period in the history of Christianity, it becomes of the 
utmost importance to notice every sign of the intercourse 
and harmony of the different Churches. In the absence 
of fuller records it is necessary to realise the connexion 
of isolated details by the help of such general laws as 
are discoverable upon a comparison of their relations. 
The task, however difficult, is not hopeless ; and in pro- 
portion as the induction is more accurate and complete, 
the result will give a more trustworthy picture of the 
time. Even when a flood has covered the ordinary 
landmarks, an experienced eye can trace out the great 
features of the country in the few cliffs or currents which 
diversify the waters. This image will give a fair notion 
of the problem which must be solved by any real History 
of the Church of the second century. There is a fact 
here, a tendency there: and little is gained by describing 
the one or following thie other, unless they are referred 
to the solid foundation which underlies and explains 
them. 

This is not the place to attempt to give any outline 
of the history of Christianity. But it is not the less 
necessary to regard the different elements which mect 
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yur centre. The metropolis of the world becomes the 
taturai oreeting-place of Christians. There, at the mid- 
jie of the second century’, were to be found representa- 
cives of distant churches and of conflicting sects. At 
Rome Justin the Christian philosopher opened his school, 
and consecrated his teaching by his martyrdom. At 
Rome Polycarp the disciple of St John conferred with 
Anicetus on the celebration of Easter, and joined with 
hin in celebrating the Eucharist. At Rome Hegesip- 
pus a Hebrew Christian of Palestine completed, if he 
did not also commence, the first History of the Church. 
On the other side it was at Rome that Valentinus and 


.Cerdo and Marcion sought to propagate their errors, 


and met the champions of orthodoxy. Nor was this 
all: while the attractions of the Imperial City were 
powerful in bringing together Christians from different 
lands, the liberality of the Roman Church extended its 
influence abroad. ‘It has been your custom,’ Dionysius 
of Corinth writes to Soter, ‘from the first to confer 
‘manifold bencfits on all the brethren, and to send sup- 
‘plies to the many churches in every city...supporting 
‘moreover the brethren who are in the mines ;...in this 
‘always preserving as Romans a custom handed down 
‘to you by your Roman forefathers’.’ Everything points 


"the space might be limited even 
wane evactly to the Episcopate of 
\nacelus (147—168 A.D.). Hegesip- 
pus came to Rome during that time, 
wat Valentinus was then still alive 
(Wuach. 4/7. AL IV. 22; Iren. ap. Eu- 
wd. ff. Aviv. rr). The Proverbs of 
\yatita (6. 119 A. D.), published in a 
Nvtiag translation by Lagarde (Anal. 
Nya. t 31), probably represent a 
wuil eaulier activity in the Roman 
Chuich. It is difficult to say how 
lar thy book is genuine in its present 
tana. Ewald (Gott. Gel. Ans., ae 


tyr 202 B., and Gesch, VII. 321 


attributes the highest value to it, and 
places it among the most precious 
relics of early Christian literature. It 
contains no definite references to the 
New Testament, but shews certain 
traces of the influence of the thoughts 
and language of the Synoptic Gospels, 
of St James and of St John (espe- 
cially Ep. i.). The influence of St 
Paul is less marked. Comp. Ewald 
Ll. ce. 

2 Iren. ap. Euseb. 7/7, Z. v. 24. 

3 Dionys. ap. Euseb. //. £. 1v. 23. 
Routh, I. p. 179. 
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to a constant intercourse between Christians which was 
both the source and the fruit of union. Heresy was at 
once recognised as such, and convicted by Apostolic 
tradition. The very differences of which we read are a 
proof of the essential agreement between the Churches. 
The dissensions of the East and West on the celebra- 
tion of Easter have left a distinct impress on the records 
of Christianity ; and it is clear that if the Churches had 
been divided by any. graver differences of doctrine, 
much more if their faith had undergone a total revolu- 
tion, some further traces of these momentous facts would 
have survived than can be found in the subtle disqui- 
sitions of critics. Once invest Christianity with life: let 
the men whose very personality seems to be lost in the 
fragments which bear their name be regarded as busy 
workers in one great empire, speaking a common lan- 
guage and connected by a common work: and the 
imaginary wars of Judaizing and Pauline factions with- 
in the Church vanish away. In each city the doctrine 
taught was ‘that proclaimed by the Law, the Prophets 
‘and the Lord’.’ 

These general remarks seem to be necessary before 
any satisfactory examination can be made of the writ- 
ings of Hermas and Hegesippus, which are commonly 
brought forward as unanswerable proofs of the Ebionism 
of the Early Church, and therefore of the impossibility 
of the existence of any Catholic Canon of Holy Scrip- 
ture. But even if it were to be admitted that those 
Fathers lean towards Ebionism, the general character 
of their age must fix some limit to the interpretation 
of their teaching. The real explanation of their pecu- 
liarities lies however somewhat deeper. While the true 
unity of the early Churches is to be most firmly main- 


1 Hegesippus ap. Euseb. //. £. 1v.22. Cf. p. 194, note 1. 
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tained, yet nothing can be more alien from the right 
conception of this unity than to represent them all as 
moulded in one type, or advanced according to one 
measure. The freedom of individual development is 
never destroyed by Catholicity. The Roman Church, 
in which we have seert collected an epitome of Chris- 
tendom, had yet its own characteristic tendency towdrds 
form and order. Of this something has been said al- 
ready in speaking of Clement’; but it appears in a sim- 
pler and yet maturer form in the Shepherd of Hermas, 
the riext work which remains to witness of its progress. 
This remarkable book—a threefold collection of 
Visions, Commandments and Parables—is commonly 
published among the writings of the Apostolic Fathers, 
and was for some time attributed to the Hermas saluted 
by St Paul. Evidence however both internal and ex- 
ternal is decisive against 2 belief in its Apostolic date ; 
and the mode in which this belief gained. currency is 
an instructive example of the formation of a tradition. 
The earltest mention of the Shepherd is found in the 
Muratorian Fragment on the Canon to which we shall 
soon revert’, The anonymous author says: ‘Hermas 
‘composed the Shepherd very l\ately in our times in 
‘the city of Rome, while the Bishop Pius his brother 
‘occupied the chair of the Roman Church’. The same 
statement is repeated in an early Latin poem against 
Marcion, and in a letter ascribed to Pius himself*, It 


1 Cf. p. 26. 
2 See below, § 17. 


mero neque inter Apostolos in finem 
temporum potest. The Fragment is 


3 Pastorem vero nuperrime tem- 
poribus nostris in urbe Roma Herma 
[Hermas] conscripsit, sedente [in] 
cathedra urbis Rome ecclesiz Pio 
episcopo fratre ejus. Et ideo legi 
eum quidem oportet: se publicare 
vero in ecclesia populo neque inter 
Prophetas completum [completo] nu- 


given at length in App. C. 

‘ Cf. Routh, 1. p. 427; Hefele, 
p. lxxxii., where the authorities are 
given at length. The objections urged 
against this evidence by Dr Donaldson 
(History of Christian Literature, 1. 
pp. 289 f.) simply rest on the fact that 
the Muratorian Fragment as well as 
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comes from the place at which the book was written, 
and dates from the age at which it appeared. There is 
no interval of time or separation of country to render 
it uncertain, or suggest that it was a conjecture. But 
the character of the book and its direct claims to in- 
spiration gave it an importance which soon obscured | 
its origin. The protest of the anonymous author just | 
quoted shews that this was the case even in his time. 
‘It should therefore be read,’ he adds, ‘but it can never 
“be publicly used in the Church either among the Pro- 
‘phets...or the Apostles’’ In the next generation Ire- 
nzus quotes with marked respect a passage which is 
found in the first of the Commandments, but he does 
not allude to Hermas by name, nor specify the book 
from which he derived it» Clement of Alexandria men- 
tions Hermas three times’, but he does not distinguish 


the m is anonymous. It is diffi- 
_ cult toed how this affects the autho- 
rity of the statement if the Fragment 
is genuine. A contemporary Roman 
writer would be likely to know more 
about the authorship than Origen, 
who after all only offers his opinion as 
aconjecture, See page 198, note 1. 

1 Cf. p. 196, n. 3. 

2 Tren. (IV. 20) ap. Euseb. . £. v. 
8: xadws ovv elrev 7 ypagi fh Aéyouca, 
IIparov wdvrwy wicrevooy Sri els éorly 
6 Geds 6 Ta wdvra cricas, cal rd étns 
(Pastor, Mand. i.). It may be rea- 
sonably supposed that Hermas here 
uses words sanctioned by common 


e. 

3 Str. 1.17. 85: 1.29. 393 II. I. 3. 
In three other places he quotes the 
book simply by the title of the Shep- 
herd: Str. UW. 12.553 1V. 9. 67; VI; 
6. 46. 

The references which Tertyllian 
makes to the book (de Pudicitia, cc. 
10, 20) throw no direct light upon 
its date or authorship. He simply 
affirms that it was ‘classed by every 


‘council of the Churches among the 
‘false and Apocryphal books.’ The 
ariginal text is important : Cederem 
tibi si scriptura Pastoris que sola 
moechos amat divino instrumento 
meruisset incidi, si non ab omni con- 
cilio ecclesiarum etiam vestrarum inter 
apocrypha et falsa judicaretur, adul- 
tera et ipsa et inde patrona sociorum 
(de Pud.io). Even if due allowance 
is made for the rhetgrical character of 
the passage it is evident that the 
Canonicity of books was a question 
debated in Christian assemblies in 
Tertullian’s time: that varieties of 
opinion on the Canon existed and 
were known to exist: that the Catho- 
lic Canon (etiam vestrarum) was more 
comprehensive than that of sects. In 
other words Marcion was but one 
out of many against whose arbitrary 
judgments the Church maintained 
with regard to Holy Scripture the 
whole truth. Compare de Pudic. 20: 
Et utique receptior apud ecclesias 
epistola Barnabz (#.¢. the Epistle to 
the [febrews) \\o apocrypho Pastore 
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his name by any honorary title, and is wholly silent-as 
to his date and position. The identification of thé 
author of the Shepherd with his namesake in the Epistle; 
to the Romans is due to Origen, and is in fact nothing: 
more than a conjecture of his in his commentary oa; 
the passage in St Paul. ‘I fancy,’ he says, ‘that that 
‘Hermas is the author of the tract which is called thé 
‘ Shepherd, a writing which seems to me to be very use! 
‘ful, and is, as I fancy, divinely inspired’ If there hadi 
been any historic evidence for the statement it could] 
scarcely have escaped Origen’s knowledge, and had he: 
known any he would not have spoken as he does. Whew 


[Past 





the conjecture was once made it satisfied curiosity at 
supplied the place of more certain information. 
though it found acceptance, 
Eusebius and Jerome, the next writers who repeat ‘ the 
‘report,’ do not confirm it by any independent autho. 
rity’. It remained to the last a mere hypothesis, < 
cannot stand against the direct assertion of a con 


porary. 


Internal evidence alone is sufficient to prove that tl 
Shepherd could not have been written in the Apos 
The whole tone and bearing shews that it is of thi 
same date as Montanism: and the view which it oper 
of church discipline, government, and ordinances, 
scarcely belong to an earlier period”. 


age, 


mochorum. Heretwodisputed books In § 24 he raises the question 


are placed side by side, and a balance 
of external authority struck. 

1 Orig. Comm. in Rom. Lib. x. 31. 
Puto tamen quod Hermas iste sit 
scriptor libelli ejus qui Pastor appel- 
latur, que scriptura valde mihi utilis 
videtur et ut puto divinitus inspirata. 
He then goes on to explain the omis- 
sion of any remark upon his name, 
shewing that he is speaking from 


/ conjecture and not from knowledge. 













it acquired no new strengt 


Theologically hi 


ther Afelies (Rom. xvi. 10) be a 
identical with Apollos. Cf. Hom.@ 
Luc. XXV. 
7 Euseb. H. EF. un 3 (¢e 
Hieron. de Virr. Hil. c. 10 ( rat 
3 The following appear to be s¢ 
of the weightiest proofs of its } 
date : 
(2) The teaching on itene 
(Vis. iii. 7; Mand. iv. 1; Sim. vt, 
and fasting (St. v.). The allusic 
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book is of the highest value, as shewing in what way 
Christianity was endangered by the influence of Jewish 
principles as distinguished from Jewish forms. The 
peril arose not from the recollection of the old but from 
the organization of the new: its centre was not at Je- 
rusalem but at Rome. At Jerusalem Christian doctrine 
was grafted on the Jewish ritual ; but at Rome a Juda- 
izing spirit was busy in moulding a substitute for the 
Mosaic system’. The one error was necessarily of short 
continuance: the other must continue to try the Church 
even to the end. This ‘legal’ view of Christianity is 
not without a Scriptural basis; but here again the con- 
trast between the harmonious subordination of the ele- 
ments of Scripture and the partial exaggerations of 
early patristic writings 1s most apparent. The Shep- 
herd bears the same relation to the Epistle of St James 
as the Epistle of Barnabas to that to the Hebrews’. 


to stationes (Sim. v. 1), and subin- 
troducta (Sim. ix. 11). 

The account of the Orders in 
the Church (V2. iii. 5). 

.(y) The teaching on Baptism (Siw. 
ix. 36) as necessary even for the 
Patriarchs. The revival in Mor- 
monism of this belief is one of many 
singular coincidences with early errors 
which that system exhibits. 

The direct historical data are few. 
The Church had endured much per- 
secution (Vis. iii. 2), which was not 
yet over, dnd was conducted deli- 
berately arid not merely in popular 
outbursts (Vis. iii.6; Vis. iv. ; Sz. 
ix. 28). The Apostles were already 
dead (Sim. ix. 16). It is uncertain 
whether the introduction of ‘Cle- 
‘mens and Grapte’ (Vis. ii. 4) is part 
of the fiction of the book, or spiri- 
tually symbolic. Origen (PAsloc. 1. 
11) interprets it in the latter sense. 

1 Hermas uses the number twelve 
to symbolize the universality of the 
Church—the spiritual Israel. 7a doy 


ravra Ta 8wdexa ural elow al xar- 
orxodcat odoy rdv Kécpov (Sim. ix. 
17). The common Latin text gives 
Duodecim montes...duodecim sunt 
gentes, and the repeated dw&éexa 
might easily have fallen out of the 
Greek text; but the word is not 
found in Cod. Falat. The passage 
itself points to the true interpre- 
tation of Apoc. vii. 

I have given the Greek text of 
the quotations from the Shepherd. 
The discovery of the Codex Sinaiti- 
cus has placed the substantial au- 
thenticity of Simonides’ copy beyond 
all reasonable doubt. Dr Donald- 
son’s arguments (I. p. 399) prove 
too much, for Cod. Sinait. dates from 
a period within ‘the first five centu- 
‘ries of the Christian era.’ 

2 Cf. p. 44. The Epistle of St 


James, as has been often noticed, is 


remarkable for allusions to nature, 
and so also is the writing of Her- 
mas; he says at the opening of his 
Visions: éddgatoy Tas xricey TOD 


Legal in 
tone, but not 


Fudaising. 


Relation to 
the Epistle 
of St Fames. 


& 
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~ it the bottom of them 
ues it is a law of liberty, 
2 irom) corruption within 
te Hermas rather looks for 
2 outward Church. Both 


>. athe necessity of works ; 


is the practical expression 


- the other finds in them an 


_' xs the possibility of superero- 


~se! 


7 


out the Shepherd the Law- 
.cses. It contains no allusion 


.2aism, even while insisting on 


. oe 
1 


q 
* 
-_ wa 


so far from exhibiting the 
in the Church, it is a pro- 


~ wh as It is an attempt to satisfy 
.. cr the Gospel itself the feelings to 


74 
Pee F 


It consists as it were of a 


~ ss based on ecclesiastical ideas. 


cman eles 


no definite quotation from 


Testament. The single reference 
we in-an obscure Apocryphal book 
~ shas found in an tronical sentence 
: aust the misuse made of it* The 


t-a. Kal 

2 of lan. 
sey parts 
weal sus- 

: of it 
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. can this 


eetax of Ms 


LS 27a 000) 
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29, 40- 

a Waz.uy, ‘I- 


dub ONyis Epyerac’ dv gor gary 
war apvjoat (1. apyyncat)> éyy0s we- 
pios Tols Cristprpoucvos, ws yeypa- 
mrac ev rw 'ENGS xai Mwéar rois 
mpogynrevaat cv TH épnuw Ta Nag. 
So Cad, Strait, The reading Magi- 
hw isalse given by Can Jui, and 
there can be ne doubt that at is cer- 
ret. Ino form: the message corres 
sponds with the conimissions to Cle- 
ment and Grapte which fellow in 
the neat secuien, and if ts verv hard 
to see how any dilhculty could) have 
been found ino the reading. The 
sense of the passave seems to be; 
You may if you please deny Christ 


_, 
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sope of the writer gave no opportunity for the direct 
application of Scripture. He claims to receive a divine 
message, and to record the words of Angels. His know- 
ledge of the New Testament can then only be shewn by 
passing coincidences of language, and these do in fact 
cur throughout the book. The allusions to the Epistle 
of St James’ and to the Apocalypse’ are naturally most 
frequent, since the one is most closely connected with 
the Shepherd by its tone, and the other by its form. 
The numerous paraphrases of our Lord’s words prove 
tht Hermas was familiar with some records of His 
taching®. That these were no other than our Gospels 
4sat least rendered probable by the fact that he makes 
w reference to any Apocryphal narrative: and the opi- 
won is confirmed by probable allusions to St John‘ and 
ithe Acts®. In several places also St John’s teaching on 
"the Truth’ lies at the ground of Hermas’ words*; and 
ithe parallels with the First Epistle of St Peter are well 
Worthy of notice’. The relation of Hermas to St Paul 








m in persecution, vainly relying 
a promises of repentance. 
Ci Numb. xi. 26, 27. 
1 The coincidences of Hermas with 
. James are too numerous to be 
‘@umerated at length. Whole sec- 
fons of the Shepherd are framed with 
@Mdent recollection of St James’s 
Bustle: e.g. Vis. iii. 9; Mand. ii., 
ti; Stm. v. 4. Of the shorter 
tages one or two examples will 
: Mand. xii. 5, 6=James iv. 
(his; Sim. viii. 6 =James ii. 7. 
®The symbolism of the Apoca- 
reappears in the Shepherd. The 
is represented under the 
Seare of a woman (Apoc. xii. 1; Vis. 
i 4), a bride (Apoc, xxi. 2; Vis. iv. 
): her enemy is a great beast (Apac. 
GL 4; Vis. iv. 3). The account of 
he building the tower (Vs. iii. 5) 
ad of the array of those who entered 


pared with Apoc. xxi. 14; Vi. II; 
Vii. Q, 14- 

3 The Similitudes generally deserve 
to be accurately compared with the 
Gospel Parables. Cf. Matt. xiii. 5 
—8, with Sim. ix. 19, 20, 21: Matt. 
xill. 31, 32, with Sim. villi. 3; Matt. 
xviii. 3, with Sm. ix. 29. Of other 
passages compare Matt. x. 33 with 
Vis. ii. 26 

4 See pp. 203 f. 

5 Vis. iv. 2=Acts iv. 12. 

$ Mand. iii.: "Ad}Oeav dydra... 
wa 7d wvedua 6 Oeds xargxicer ey rH 
gapxt rary dAnOes ebpeO7...xal ovrw 
SogacOnoera: oov o dy col KaroiKwy, 
Gre o Ktptos dAnOuvds eorw ev wayrl 
Anuare cal ovdev wap adry wpeidos. 
Comp. 1 John ii. 27; iv. 6. [James 
iv. §.} Comp. Sz. ix. 12. 

7 Vis. iv. 3=1 Pet.i. 7; Ves. iv. 
2=1 Pet. v. 7. 


Ho it (Séwe. vill. 2, 3) is to be com- . 
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-t, His peculiar object, as 
‘nind, removed him from 
Apostle; but their diver- 

.xaiggerated. In addition to 

wruage with the First Epistle 


: . .rthatto the Iephesians’, Her- 
— os tie great truth which ts com- 
: is seqeleristic centre of St Paul's 


Stureh is supported. She keeps 


ee 


~~. *. 


‘is the first of the seven vir- 


and by her the elect of God 


‘ce the second virgin is her daugh- 


. Jauchters one of the other. And 


-sserves the works of their mother, 


Cement of Alexandria paraphras- 
«8: ‘Faith precedes: Fear edifies : 
: \itatever may be Hermas’ teaching 


a! ~ 


-~ alone ts sufficient to prove that 


J* its true position in the Christian 


ww, as he understands it, 1s implanted 


.- those who have believed *. 


» 16, 173 
‘ “Sonn Mi. 
2 30 
2e oe symbol 
_- Jacrage- 
Se ce axove 
2 ee Wpat- 
» Yee as lli- 
“ee (TaUrny 
2. ex\eaTol 
» Vee CWOME- 
ves tte Ka\et- 
-e Lisrews 
~ -  “Wwyarépes 
wo Oya THs 
og tans dtva- 
Kosa. Sukuse Cod. 


» Ltermas gives of Christ's nature and 


Falat. gives omnes poterts videre, and 
the cominon teat evaia foterty cus 
fedire. In the former idee ts an 
Obvious mistake for weer, eons 
being taken with eferas iste Pau): 
the latter is a distinct reading. 

“Clem. St. i 12: Mpopyetras 
fev mists, Prtos b€ oiKxodsouel, Te- 
Nevo: 6€ 9 ayarn. 

+ Sim. viii. 3: 0 6e dyyeNos o pé- 
yas Kai évdosos Mixai\ o eXwy THY 
€surciay Tovrou Tou Naov Kat Gaav- 
pepyar’ ovros yap ¢ésTw o d:d0rs ar- 
Tots Tov vduov eis Tas Kapdlas Tuy 
wWiorevivrwv, e€mioKeMTETAL Orv ards 
ois COwaev ei apa TeTNpHaacw avrov. 


“se 
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work is no less harmonious with Apostolic doctrine, and 
it offers striking analogies to the Gospel of St John’. 
Not only did the Son ‘appoint Angels to preserve each 
of those whom the Father gave to Him;’ but ‘He 
‘Himself toiled very much and suffered very much to 
cleanse our sins...And so when He Himself had 
cleansed the sins of the people, He shewed them the 
‘paths of life by giving them the Law which He re- 
‘eeived from His Father*” He is ‘a Rock higher than 
‘the mountains, able to hold the whole world, ancient, 
and yet having a new gate®” ‘His name is great and 
‘infinite, and the whole world is supported by Him ‘’ 
‘He is older than creation, so that He took counsel 
‘with the Father about the creation which He made’. 
‘He is the sole way of access to the Lord; and no one 
‘shall enter in unto Him otherwise than by His Son*’ 


'The general cogency of these 
Walogies lies in the attribution toa 
istoric Person of the functions of 
‘the Son’ or of ‘the Word.’ Of 
wh a doctrine I know no trace in 
xeChristian times: though it is 

true that in parts of St Paul’s 
= and in the Epistle to the 
s this type of doctrine is 
, derived (as I believe) from the 
eaching preserved for us by St John. 
lk seems to be forgotten that the 
em ‘the Word’ is found only in 
” verses in St John’ s Gospel. 

1 Sim. v. 6: nai avrds Tas duap- 
fas guisy éxaddapice rodAd Komidoas 
a rodXovs kérous HYTANKUs.... au- 
lb oy xadaploas ras duaprias rov 
now Beatey avrots ras tpiBous T79 
rps Bods atrots roy vdpoy dv F\aBe 
pd rov warpdsatrov. The last clause 
characteristic of the Lord’s dis- 
irses in St John: ¢.g., xv. 15; 

} Sim. ix. 2: Edecté poo wérpay pe- 
Fd Aeuxiy éx Tov wedlou dvafeBn- 
ur de wérpa vymrorépa vg Tay 
ep TeTpaywvos wore SuvacGat O- 
row wbcpov xwpnoa (sustinerc 


Int. Lat.) wadkacd 5¢ Fv 7 wérpa 
éxdyn wirny Exxexonpevny Exovca’ ws 
wpboparos 6@ édéxet por elyac 7 éx- 
xkddayis THs widns. 9 O¢ wuAN ov- 
tws Eori\pey Orep Tov HNLOY Wore [Ee 
Oavudcew ext ry Aaumporynre THs w~ 
Ans. 

Sim. ix. 12: 7 wérpa; pnoly, airy 
cal n run o vids TOD Beod éorl, Ids, 
onul, xvupte, n wérpa wadad éorw 
n 6€ wridn xawh; “Axove, nol, xal 
oive daovvere. ‘O pev vlds rod Geou 
waons THs xtlcews alrod mpoyeveore- 
pbs éorw, wore ovpBovdov auroy ve 
véo Oat Te warp rns wricews avrod. 
da rovro cal wadacds dorw. "H de 
worn ia ri awh, pn, KUpLE 5 “Ory, 
gnolv, éx’ doxarwy Tov nuepay Tijs 
oivredelas pavepds éyévero, dia TovTo 
Kauvh éydvero 4 wvidAn, Wa ol pwéddor- 
tes schferOac Se auras els thy Bac- 
Aelay elcéAOwor Tod Geod. 

+ Sim. ix. 14: 
Tov Oeov uéya éorl xal dxwpnroy cal | 
Tov Kdopov Bdov Bard fer, 

® Stm. ix. 12: quoted above. 

6 Sim. ix. 12: 7 62 rvAn 6 vlos Tov 
Geot éori- airy pla efcodds corr apos 


7 Svoua rov viov | 
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To Hermas, that is to the Christian of these later times, 
He appears ‘ by the Spirit in the form of the Church*.’ 
It would be difficult to find a more complete con- 
trast to Ebionism than these passages afford. Hermas 
indeed could never have been charged with favouring 
such a heresy unless the manifold developments of Chris- 
tian character had been forgotten. His tendency to- 


| wards legalism—a tendency peculiar to no time and 


no dispensation—was first transformed into an adher- 
ence to Jewish legalism; this was next identified with 
Ebionism; and then it only remained to explain away 
such phrases as were irreconcileable with the doctrines 
which it was assumed that he must of necessity have held. 
True criticism reverses the process, and sets down every 
element of the problem before it attempts a solution. 
Then it is seen how truly the teaching of St Paul and 
St John is recognised in the Shepherd, though that of St 
James gives the tone to the whole. The personality 
of its author js clearly marked, but his peculiar opi- 
nions do not degenerate into heresy. The book is 
distinguished from the writings of the Apostles by the 


| undue preponderance of one form of Christian truth; 


from those of heretics by the admission of all. 


§ 11, Hegesippus. 
The name of Hegesippus has become a watchword 


for those who find in early Church history a fatal 


oy tis ‘'Exxd\nalas’ éxeivo yap rd 
avetua 6 vids rov Geod doriv. The 
cqnception is well worthy of notice. 


Tov kUptovy, aAdws ovw ovdels eloedev- 
gerar wpds aurov el uy bd Tov vlov 
avrov. The allusion to the - words 


recorded by St John (xiv. 6) appears 
to me to be unmistakeable. The 
different turn of Acts iv. 12 will make 
this clearer. 

1 Sim. ix. 1: ...00a oo Edecte 7d 
wreipa 7d Aadficay pera cov ey pop- 


This is however nat the place to enter 
into the detaijs of Hermas’ doctrine 
of the ‘Trinity—especially of the rela- 
tion of the Son to the Holy Spirit. 
Cf. Dorner, I. 195 ff. 
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chasm in the unity of Christian truth which is implied | ©?» 


in Holy Scripture. It has been maintained that he is 
the representative and witness of the Ebionism of ‘the 
‘Twelve’ or rather of ‘the Three, the resolute oppo- 
nent of St Paul’. Many circumstances lend plausibility 
to the statement. Every influence of birth and educa- 
jon likely to predispose to Ebionism is allowed to have 
‘xisted in his case. 

He was it appears of Hebrew descent’, conversant 
with Jewish history, and a zealous collector of the early 
raditions of his Church. The well-known description 
which he gives of the martyrdom of St James the Just 
thews how highly he regarded ritual observances in a 
Jew, and with what simple reverence he dwelt on every 
detail which marked the zeal of the ‘ Bishop of the Cir- 
‘cumcision®.’ It is probable that he felt that same de- 
voted attachment to his nation which was characteristic 
of St Paul no less than of the latest Hebrew convert 
of our own time‘; but of Ebionism as distinguished 
from the natural feelings of a Jew we find no trace in 
his views either of the Old Covenant or of the Person 
of Christ. There is not one word in the fragments of 
hisown writings or in what others relate of him which 
indicates that he looked upon the Law as of universal 
obligation, or indeed as binding upon any after the de- 
struction of the Temple. There is not one word which 


11In this as in many other in- 4 It is strange that the conduct 
tances later critics have only re- of St Paul is rot more frequently 
tved an old controversy. Cf. Lum- taken as a commentary on his teach- 
ex, 11. 117 ff.; Bull maintained ing. Apart from the testimonies in 
te-frue view in answer to Zwicker. the Acts, St Paul himself says in 
8 Euseb. 7. £.1V. 23. Cf. p. 209, an Epistle universally acknowledged 
s. that he decame as a Few to the $ 
8 Euseb. . £. 11. 23. Routh, 1. (1 Cor. ix. 20). The whole relation 
8 f& The details however of his of the Church to the Synagogue in 
» are not all drawn from Nazaritic the Apostolic age requires a fresh 
eticism. investigation. 
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implies that he differed from the Catholic view di 
‘Christ’ the ‘Saviour’ and the ‘ Door’ of access to God 
The general tone of his language authorizes no such 
deductions; and what we know of his life excludes 
them. 

Eusebius’ It is not necessary however to determine his opt 

testimony to ‘ ° ° ° 

Ais x ortho nions by mere negations. Eusebius, who was acquainted 
with his writings, has given the fullest testimony to his 
Catholic doctrine by classing him with Dionysius, Piny- 
tus, and Irenzeus, among those ‘champions of the truth” 
whose ‘orthodoxy and sound faith conformable to the 
‘ Apostolic tradition was shewn by their writings*®’ He 
gesippus in fact proves that the faith which we have; 
already recognised in its essential features at Ephesus, 
Corinth, and Rome, was indeed the faith of Christes- 
dom. | 

His ingui- Not being content to examine the records of his 

Soreign native Church only, Hegesippus undertook a journey 

¢.155.p. | Rome’, and visiting many bishops on his way ‘found 
‘everywhere the same doctrine‘’.’ Among other places 
he visited Corinth, where he was refreshed by the right 
principles (op@0s Aoyos) in which the Church had con 
tinued up to the time of his visit’. What these ‘ 


1 Euseb. H/. E.1v. 7, 8: wapiyer (177—190 A.D.). The Paschal Chr: 
els pécov % ddnOaa wrelous daurijs nicle fixes his death in the reign 
Umepudyous...dc° eyypdgwy awodelteww Commodus (Lumper, III. 108). Je: 
kara Tv dOdwv aiptoewv orparevo- rome speaks of him (ae Virr. 
pévous’ ev rovras éyvwoliero ‘Hyq- 22) as vicinus Afpostolicorum temper 
oLrros. rum, so rendering, as it appears, 

2 Euseb. //. £. Iv. 21: dy kates phrase of Eusebius él rijs sping: 
nas Tis dwoorodKhs wapadédcews 4 TWY drooTdAuw yevdueros habox® 
rod vywis mlarews Eyypados xarHd- (//. E. Wi. 23). This would repre 
Bev dpOodokla. On such a point the sent him as a younger contem 
evidence of Eusebius is conclusive. of Polycarp. 

3 This journey took place during ‘4 Euseb. /7. Z. Iv. 22: rip 
the bishopric of Anicetus (157—168 mapa rdvrwy wapelXnde dcdacxaNas.. 
A.D. Euseb. H. £. 1v. 11), and He- © Euseb. 7. £. iv. 22: xal én 
gesippus appears to have continued pevey y KopwOlur dv rep dpdy 
at Kome till the time of Eleutherius puéxpe Ipluou éxtoxoredovros dy Ke’ 
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‘principles’ were is evident from the fact that he found 
there the Epistle of Clement, which was still read in 
the public services’. The witness of Hegesippus is thus 
invested with new importance. He not only proves 
that there was one rule of faith in his time, but also 
that it had been preserved in unbroken succession from 
the first age*. His inquirics confirmed the fact which 
we have seen personified in the life of Polycarp, that 
from the time of St John to that of Irenzus the Creed 
of the Church was essentially unchanged, 

Hegesippus embodied the results of his investiga- 
tions in five books or Memoirs. These according to 
Jerome’® formed a complete history of the Church from 
the death of our Lord to the time of their composition ; 
but this statement is probably made from a misunder- 
standing of Eusebius, who says that Hegesippus ‘ wrote 
‘Memoirs in five books of the unerring tradition of. the 
‘Apostolic message in a very simple style‘,” ‘leaving 
‘in these,’ as he adds in another place, ‘a very full 
‘record of his own opinion’.’ It appears then that his 
object was theological rather than historical. He sought 


pivOwy ols ouvémita wréwy els Puyny 
cal ouvdiérpipa rots Kopuwfiowe nyé- 
pas ixavds’ dv als cwaverdnue Ty 
opOy Ady. 
etal 8 lec Cf. A. £. 11. 16; 
and p. 188. The Catholic character 
of Clement’s Epistle, with the clear 
recognition of the Apostolic dignity 
of St Paul which it contains (see 
pp- 25, 26, 57), gives peculiar force 
to this casual testimony. 

2 Euseb. /. ¢.: év éxdory 62 da- 
dox§ (in each episcopal succession) 


kal éy éxdory woe ot'rws Eyer ws. 


6 wdpos Knpurres xal ol xrpopyrat Kal 
6 xvpios. This last phrase has been 
already noticed as occurring in the 
Syriac Epistles of Clement (p. 186), 
which alone shews the error of Cred- 


ner’s supposition that the use of 
xuptos precludes the Canonical au- 
thority of the Epistles, Gesch. d. 
N. 7. Kanon, p. 35. Compare Bp. 
Lightfoot, Galatians, p. 311. 

De Virr. Ill, l. co: ...omnes a 
passione Domini usque ad suam 
ztatem Ecclesiasticorum Actuum 
texens historias... 

4 Euseb. H. £. tv. 8: év wévre 3} 
ouy ovyypduuacw ovTos Thy dxdav7 
wapddoo.w roi dmocroNKov Kypty- 
waros amwdovordry cuvrdtes ypagpys 
Urouynuarioduevos... 

5 Euseb. H. £. IV. 22: &» wévre 
rots els muds édOotow vropviuacs 
Ts ldlas yuwpns wAnpeorarny prhny 
xaradéXourev. 





The charac 
ter of his 
Memoirs. 
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[PART 


to make out the oneness and continuity of Apostolic 


Chap. ii 
doctrine; and to this end he recorded the succession 
of bishops in each Church, with such illustrative details 
as the subject required’. 
eee, The compilation of such a book of Chfonicles gave 
ror little opportunity for the quotation of Scripture or for 
ments which |the exposition of any views on Scripture; but in the 


absence of direct reference to the historical books of - 
the New Testament it is interesting to observe the 
influence of their language on the fragments of Hege- 
sippus which survive. There are forms of expression 
corresponding to passages in the Gospels of St Matthew 
and St Luke and in the Acts which can scarcely be 
attributed to chance’*; and when he speaks of ‘the Door 
‘of Jesus’ in his account of the death of St James, 
there can be little doubt that he alludes to the language 


of our Lord recorded by St John’®. 


1 The arrangenient of his Memoirs 
cannot have been purely chronolo- 
gical, for the account of the martyr- 
dom of St James the |b is taken 
from the f7/t4 book. There is no de- 
finite quotation from any earlier book. 

2 The chief passages occur in the 
account of the martyrdom of St 
James: Euseb. H. £. 11. 23: [O 
vids Tod d»Opwrou] Kddnrac dv TH 
ovpavy éx Setiay THs peyddns suvd- 
pews Kat wédree EpxecOas éxl ray ve- 
@edGy Tov ovpayov. Cf. Matt. xxvi. 
64. For the variation cal wédAXAer 
EpxeocOar for épxdpevow cf. p. 140, 
n. 3- Alxaos el xal rpbawroy ov 
AapuBdvecs. This phrase wp. Aan. 
only occurs in Luke xx. 21 and Gal. 
ii. 6. Mdprus otros ddnOns "Iovdal- 
os Te xal “EAXnos yeyévynrae Sri 'In- 
cous 6 Xporés dort. Cf. Acts xx. 21. 
The last words of St James as re- 
corded by Hegesippus are still more 
remarkable: nptavyro NMOdfety adrdy 
éwel xaraBAnOels ovx Adwébavey, dd\d\O 
orpapes EOnxe tro ybvara déywr 


Tlapaxadd Kipee Ged wadrep ddes 
avrots,ob yap oldace Tt rotovce. 
The last clause agrees verbally with 
Luke xxilie 34. In the Clementine 
flomilies the text is given: IIdrep, 
apes avrois rds duaprias altar, ov 
yap ofSaccw & wrorovew (XI. 20). 

It is to be noticed that he refers 
to Herod’s fear of Christ, recorded 
in Matt. ii., which chapter was not 
found in the Zézonste Gospel: see 
Euseb. 47. £. 11. 20. 

3 The sense of this difficult phrase 
seems to be ‘the Door of which 
‘Jesus spoke.’ The claim ‘I am the 
‘Door’ (Jolin x. 7, 9) was that of ex- 
clusive right to admit into the fold of 
God; and it is easy to seehow, when 
this claim was pressed, the question 
would arise: What then is the door 
of Jesus? The Greek admits equally 
this translation and the translation 
‘The Door ¢o Jesus ;’ and whether the 
ui aber given be right or wrong, 
it is both intelligible and pertinent. 
It has been supposed that He- 
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It appears however that Hegesippus did not exclu- | Chape dts 


sively use Canonical writings. As a historian he natu- 
rally sought for information from every source; and 
the Apocryphal Gospels were likely to contain many 
details suited to his purpose. It is not strange then 
that Eusebius says that ‘he sets forth certain things 
‘from the Gospel according to the Hebrews and the 
‘ Syriac [Gospel] and especially from the Hebrew lan- 
‘guage; thus shewing that he was a Christian of He- 
“brew descent; and he mentions other facts moreover, 
‘as it was likely that he would do, from unwritten Jew- 


‘ish tradition’®’ He went 


ippus in a Fragment given in 
ttus, 426/. 232, alludes to a pas- 
sage in St Paul (1 Cor. ii. eae 
‘vainly said’ and contrary to our 
Lord’s words (Matt. xiii. 16). It is 
enough to answer that the passage 
in question is quoted by St Paul 
from the Old Testament (Isa. Ixiv. 
4, KaOws yéyparra), and that it is 
immediately followed by nut» 8é are- 
add\vwer «.r.. Hegesippus evidently 
refers to some sect (rods ravra ga- 
pévous) who claimed for themselves 
the true and sole possession of spi- 
ritual mysteries. Cf. Routh, I. pp. 
281, 282: Bp. Lightfoot, Ga/atians, 
- 311 n. The quotation is said to 
ve been found in the Ascensio 
Esaiz and the Afocalypsis Elia. Cf. 
Routh, / ¢.; Dorner, I. 228. It is 
very common in early Christian 
writings; and it has been supposed 
that it was incorporated in a very 
ancient, perhaps Apostolic, Christian 
H 


The fact that Eusebius does not 
expressly quote Hegesippus as re- 
cognizing the Pauline Epistles has 
been supposed to shew that he dis- 
allowed their authority. The argu- 
ment is worthless. See note at the 
end of the Chapter. 

Jn one passage Eusebius (7. £. 
III. 32) quoting Hegesippus freely 


C. 


beyond the range of the 


uses the phrase 7 Wev8urupos yvdors 
(x Tim. vi. 20), bat it cannot be 
certain that the words stood so in 
the original text. 

 Euseb. H. Z£. Iv. 22: &« re rov 
xaQ’ ‘EBpaious evayyeNov xal rov 
Zupraxov xal ldlws éx rs ‘EBpatdos 
dcaréxrov rud rlOnow, éudalywy é 
‘EBpalwy éauvrdy mwemorevxéva’ xal 
Gada deus dv df "lovdainhs dypddou 
wapadécews pynuovever. By 1d Zv- 
praxdy we must I think understand 
the Aramaic recension of the Gospel 
according to St Matthew. Melito, 
as Routh has observed, speaks of 6 
Zupos xal o ‘EBpaios in reference to 
a reading in the LXX. where the 
natural meaning is the Syrian trans- 
lation (translator) and the Hebrew 
original. There is nothing in the 
language of Eusebius to lend sup- 
port to the conclusion that Hegesip- 
pus used only this Semitic Gospel, 
as even Reuss most strangely as- 
sumes (//ist. du Canon, 42). The 
reference to unwritten tradition points 
the other way. At any rate it is 
absolutely necessary in such a case 
to keep strictly within the lines of 
the evidence; and I do not know of 
any direct evidence whatever in sup- 
port of the assertion that ‘ Hegesip- 
‘pus made exclusive use of the 
‘Gospel according to the Hebrews’ 


P 


flis use o, 
A pocryphral 
es. 
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Scriptures both of the Old and of the New Testament, 
Tradition helped him in one case, and unauthoritative: 
writings in the other. But the language used by Euse- 
bius distinctly implies that the Gospel according to the: 
Hebrews was used by Hegesippus as a supplemental’ 
source, subsidiary to the Gospels. In doing this Hege 
sippus did not disallow the Canon, or cast aside all crite 
cism; for in immediate connexion with the words 
quoted we read ‘that when determining about the 
‘called Apocrypha he records that some of the 
‘were forged in his own time by certain heretics*’ Th 
is indeed nothing to shew distinctly that he refers 
the Apocryphal books of the New Testament, but ther€ 
is nothing to limit his words to the Old; and when b 
speaks of the teaching of ‘the Lord,’ in the same man 
as ‘of the Law and of the Prophets’, he clearly imp 
the existence of some written record of its substance. 
further direct evidence however remains to identify thi 
with the sum of our Canonical books, unless we acceph 
the conjecture of a distinguished scholar of our ows 
day, who has gone so far as to assert that the anony 
mous Fragment which will be the subject of the nex 
section is in fact a translation from ‘the historical worl 
‘of Hegesippus’*,’ 












(Supernat. Rel. 1. 419, 438f.). There perixavy aarexrdacGac rod 

is no direct evidence that he did loropet. Elsewhere (v. 8, vi. 
use other Gospels than this—and I Eusebius mixes together the 
have given reasons why we cannot troverted books of the Old and 


expect that there should be—but that Testaments. ; 
is a very different thing. Comp. p. ? Cf. p. 207, n. 2. 
163, n. I. ® Bunsen’s Hippolytus, I. p. 3 


” Euseb. /. ¢.: kal wept riav Neyo. The evidence of the Clementines 
Hévww S¢ axoxpigwy diadauSdvwr, noticed below in Chap. rv. § 2. 
éxl raw atrov xpbywy xpbs Tuwy al- 
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The Muratorian Fragment on the Canon— 
Melito—Claudius Apollinaris. 


§ 12. 


A. notice of the Latin Fragment on the Canon, first 
published by Muratori in his Amtiquitates [talice’, forms 
a natural close to this part of our inquiry. This pre- 
cious relic was discovered in the Ambrosian Library at 
Milan in a Manuscript of the seventh or eighth cen- 
tury, which originally belonged to Columban’s great 
Monastery at Bobbio*. It js mutilated both at the be- 
ginning and end; and is disfigured throughout by re- 
markable barbarisms, due in part to the ignorance of the 
transcriber, and in part to the translator of the original 
text; for there can be little doubt that it is a version 
from the Greck. But notwithstanding these defects it 
is of the greatest interest and importance. Enough 


{ 
General 
account of 


the Fragin. 
| de Canone. 





1 Antiquit. Ital. Med. Evi, WU. 
851 sqq- (Milan, 1740). ‘The best 
edition of the Fragment is in Routh, 
Rell. Sacra, i. 394 sqq. (ed. 1846) 
who obtained a fresh collation of 
the Manuscript. Credner has also 
examined it in his Zur Ceschichte 
des Kanons, 71 sqq. (1847), and again 
in his posthumous Geschichte des 
NV. T. Kanon, 1860, to which the 
editor (G. Volkmar) has added an 
cid aries of his own upon the text 
and interpretation of this ‘ Tractate’ 
as he prefers to call it. The com- 
plete text and context of the Frag- 
ment is given in App. C. The 
edition by Dr Tregelles accompanied 
by a facsimile (Oxford, 1867) is in 
every way the most complete which 
has appeared, and is practically ex- 
haustive. [The new monograph by 
F. H. Hesse (Das Muratorv sche 
Fragment, Giessen 1873) is still more 
elaborate and full than that of Dr 
Tregelles, The learned author, in 


his desire to leave no difficulty un- 
solved, has overlooked in many cases 
the actual conditions of the problem 
offered by a careless copy ofan arche. 
type already imperfect. I cannot 
see that he takes any account of 
the most instructive phenomena fur- 
reo by the Fragment of Ambrose. 
1874. 

{ Murat. /. c.: Adservat Ambrosi- 
ana Mediolanensis Bibliotheca mem- 
branaceum codicem e Bobiensi ac- 
ceptum, cujus antiquitas pane ad 
annos mille accedere mihi visa est. | 
Scriptus enim fuit litteris majusculis 
et quadratis. Titulus prefixus om- 
nia tribuit Joanni Chrysostomo, sed 
immerito. Mutilum in principio co- 
dicem deprehendi...Ex hoc ergo co- 
dice ego decerpsi fragmentum anti- 
quissimum ad Canonem Divinarum 
Scripturarum spectans. A more 
complete description of the Manu- 
script is given in App. C. 
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Chap. ii. 


The date of 
sts composi- 
tion. 


Different 
theories as to 
tts author- 
ship. 


remains to indicate the limits which its author assigned 
to the Canon; and the general sense is sufficiently clear 
to shew the authority which he claimed for it. 

The date of the composition of the Fragment is given 
by the allusion made in it to Hermas, which has bees 
already quoted. It claims to have been written by 8 
contemporary of Pius, and cannot on that supposition 
be placed much later than 170 A.D.’ Internal evidence 
fully confirms its claim to this high antiquity ; andi 
may be regarded on the whole as a summary of the 
opinion of the Western Church on the Canon shortly. 
after the middle of the second century*. Though t 
adds but little to what has been already obtained in de: 
tail from separate sources, yet by combination and cot 


| trast it gives a new effect to the general result. It serves 


to connect the isolated facts in which we have recognised; 
different elements of the Canon; and by its accu ates 
coincidence with these justifies the belief that it wa 
confined approximately within the same limits from ti 
first. 

There is no sufficient evidence to determine the ai 
thorship of the Fragment. Muratori supposed that é 
was written by Caius the Roman Presbyter, and hi 
opinion for a time found acceptance*®. Another schol 
confidently attributed it to Papias, and perhaps with @ 
good reason*. Bunsen again affirms that it is a transla 
tion from Hegesippus*®. But such guesses are barely is 














1 Pastorem vero nuperrime tem- can be no reason either to question 
poribus nostris in urbe Roma Herma accuracy or to interpret it loosely. 
conscripsit, sedente cathedra urbis 2 The Books it omits are not 
Rome ecclesiz Pio episcopo fratre below, p. 219. 
ejus. Cf. p. 196. The date of the % Cf. Routh, I. p. 398 ff. 
episcopate of Pius is variously given ‘* [Simon de Magistris] 
127—142 and 142—157. The state- secundum LXX...MDCCLXX1. 
ment in the text of the Fragment sert. Iv. pp. 467 ff. 

is perfectly clear, definite, and con- ° Hippolytus and his Age, 1] 
sistent with its contents, and there 314. 
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genious; and the opinions of those who assign it to the 
fourth century, or doubt its authenticity altogether, 


scarcely deserve mention’. 


The exact character of the work to which the Frag- 
ment belonged is scarcely more certain than its author- 


ship’*. 


The form of composition is rather apologetic 


than historical, and it is not unlikely that it formed part 
of a Dialogue with some heretic’, unless indeed, as seems 
probable, it is made up of detached pieces taken from 
different parts of a considerable work*. One point alone 
can be made out with tolerable certainty. The recur- 
rence of Greek idioms appears conclusive as to the fact 
that it is a translation’, and this agrees well with its 


1 Such is also the decision of Cred- 
ner, a most impartial judge: Zur 
Gesch. d. K. p. 93. 

3 It is not necessary to enter into 
the theory of Credner, which has 
been also supported by Volkmar, 
that the F ent is in fact a com- 
plete Zractatus de Libris quos Ec- 
clesia’ Catholica Apostolica recipit 
(Gesch. de N. T. Kanon, 153). The 
internal character of the Fragment 
seems to me to be absolutely deci- 
sive inst such a view; and it 
would be hardly possible to indicate 
the circumstances under which any 
Christian writer would have ven- 
tured to publish such a tract in such 
a form, while the substance of the 
Fragment would naturally fall within 
the scope of a discussion with some 
non-Catholic adversary. Happily 
little or nothing tums upon the 
view which is taken of the original 
form of the Fragment. 

It may be well to add that, 
though the details of the text are 
obscure and in part corrupt, the 
rc alep sense of the Fragment is per- 
ectly clear, so far as concerns the 
reception or rejection of particular 
books. 

3 ¢,g. De quibus singulis necesse 


est a nobis disputari... Recipimus... 
Quidam ex nostris. 

4 Comp. p. 219. 

5 Hesse maintains at some length 
the originality of the Latin text (8§ 
25—39). In such a case the judg- 
ment must depend on a perception 
of style, and not simply on isolated 
phrases. If the F ent be thus 
studied as a whole, [ can scarcely 
suppose that any one who has had 
much experience in Greek and Latin 
composition will question that the 
Latin text is a translation. Special 
arguments are more or less preca- 
rious, but the following deserve con- 
sideration. 1. The usage of the 
particles is rather Greek than Latin: 
e.g. guibus tamen...ct tla... ; domt- 
num tamen nec ipse...ct tidem...tla 
e¢...non solum...sed et...sed et...; sed 
et principium; ad Fohannes enim. 
2. Some phrases appear to reflect 
a Greek form: nzhil differt credentium 
fidet (obbev diaddpes ry wlorea); gue 
recipi non potest (a wapadapBdvec Oat 
ob duvardéy or ov divarat); fincte ad 
haresim (wpds thy alpeow); dicens in 
semetip~so. Perhaps the form Spania 
(Zwavia) for Hispanta may be added. 
3. The writing evidently emanated 
from Rome (profectionem Pauli ab 
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Roman origin, for Greek continued to be even at a later 


period the ordinary language of the Roman Church. 
The Fragment commences with the last words of 8 
sentence which evidently referred to the Gospel of St 
Mark’. The Gospel of St Luke, it is then said, stands 
third in order [in the Canon], having been written by 
‘Luke the physician’ the companion of St Paul, who, 
not being himself an eye-witness, based his narrative oa 
such information as he could obtain, beginning from 
the birth of John. The fourth place is given to the 
Gospel of St John ‘a disciple of the Lord®, and the 
occasion of its composition is thus described: ‘ At the 
‘entreaties of his fellow-disciples and his bishops Joba 
‘said: Fast with me for three days from this time, amb 
‘whatever shall be revealed to each of us [whether it be 
‘favourable to my writing or not]* 4c? us relate tt to om 
‘another. On the same night it was revealed to Andrew 
‘one of the Apostles that John should relate all thingg 
‘in his own name, aided by the revision of all*’...* what 





urbe), and there is no trace of any 
Latin writing at Rome as early as 
the Fragment (comp. Part ii. c. ii. § 3). 
It may be added that Hesse fixes the 
composition of the Fragment at Rome, 
(8843 ff.) some time ‘before Irenzus, 


‘ Clement, and Tertullian’ (§ 48). The 


volume in which the Fragment is found 
contains among other pieces transla- 
tions from Chrysostom. 

1 The Fragment is given at length 
in App. C, to which reference must 
be made for the original text of the 
passages here quoted, and for the 
necessary critical remarks. 

? Credner insists on this title dys- 
ciple when compared with the title 
one of the Apostles given to Andrew, 
as shewing that the writer of the 
Fragment distinguishes the ‘ disczple 
‘John’ the author of the Gospel and 
the first Epistle from the ‘Apostle 


‘John’ the author of the Apocalypse 


and the second and third Epist 
(a. a. O. pp. 159 ff.). The title oe 
bably borrowed from St John’s ov@ 
usage : Vi. 3; Xii. 4; xiii. 23; Ota 
and especially xix. 26 f. ; xxi.24. Ne, 
thing in the Fragment itself s 
a distinction between the Johns w 
it names. 

3 In spite of Hesse’s objections 
can find no other sense in the 
The whole tenor of the 
pears to me to exclude the idea 
each was to await revelations whi 
should furnish the contents of 
new gospel, whether in the way of 
quickened memory (John xiv. 
or a better understanding (John x" 
13), Hesse, p. g1. The ofgane 
St John xxi. 24 seems to point # 
‘the revision.’ ‘ 

* Cf. Routh, I. pp. 4 . ‘Te 
‘particulars as to the fast and tH 
‘revelation of which Jerome says 
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‘wonder is it then that John brings forward each detail 
‘with so much emphasis even in his Epistles’, saying of 
‘himself, what we have seen with our eyes and heard with 
‘our ears and our hands have handled, these things have 
‘we written to you? For so he professes that he was 
‘not only an eye-witness, but also a hearer, and more- 
‘over a historian of all the wonderful works of the Lord 
‘in order*, 

Though there is no trace of any reference to the 
Gospel of St Matthew, it is impossible not to believe 
that it occupied the first place among the four Gospels 
of the anonymous writer’. Assuming this, it is of im- 
portance to notice that he regards our Canonical Gospels 
as essentially one in purpose, contents, and inspiration. 
He draws no distinction between those which were 
written from personal knowledge, and those which rested 
on the teaching of others. He alludes to no doubt as to 
their authority, no limit as to their reception, no differ- 
ence as to their usefulness, ‘Though various ideas 
‘ (princi~ia) are taught in each of the Gospels, it makes 
‘no difference to the faith of believers, since in all of 
‘them all things are declared by one sovereign Spirit‘ 


‘ clesiastica marrat historia (De Virr. 
*‘ Zi/. 1X.) seem to be found in no 
‘extant writer except this Fragment.’ 
Tregelles, p. 35. The passage in 
Jerome is important as indicating 
probably the general character of 
the book to which the Fragment be- 


longed. 

1 Or Epistle, for the plural is used 
in post-classical writers (as Justin) 
for a single letter. 

* The writer evidently refers the 
scrépsimus—a reading which is still 
found in two at least of the most 
ancient Latin copies in 1 pou i. 4— 
tu the Gospel. He may have had a 
false reading and he may have been 
mistaken in his interpretation, but I 


see no justification for the statement 
that ‘in his zeal [he] goes so far as 
‘to falsify a passage of the Epistle...’ 
(Supernat. Rel. 11. 385). 

3 As bearing upon the authorship 
of the Fragment it may be noticed 
that the order of the Gospels is not 
that of the African Church, in which 
according to the oldest authorities 
Matthew and John stood first. And 
if the Fragment was not of African 
origin it follows almost certainly that 
it was not originally written in Latin. 
There is no evidence of the existence 
of Christian Latin Literature out of 
Africa till about the close of the 
second century. 

4 Unoac principali Spintu. Prin- 


the import- 
ance of this 
testimony, 
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‘concerning the Nativity, the Passion, the Resurrection 
‘the conversation [of our Lord] with His disciples, and3 
‘His double Advent, first in humble guise, which has 
‘taken place, and afterwards in royal power, which is ye: 
‘future’” This the earliest recognition of the distinctnem: 
and unity of the Gospels, of their origin as due to humam 
care and Divine guidance, is as complete as any later: 
testimony. The Fragment lends no support to the 
theory which supposes that they were gradually sepe 
rated from the mass of similar books. Their peculiar 
position is clear and marked; and there is not the’ 
slightest hint that it was gained after a doubtful struggle! 
or only at a late date. Admit that our Gospels were 
regarded from the first as authoritative records 
Christ’s Life even when they did not supersede the living 
record of Apostolic tradition, and then this new testi¢ 
mony explains and confirms the fragmentary notices 
which alone witness to the earlier belief: deny that ® 
was so, and the language of one who had probably com 
versed with Polycarp at Rome becomes an unintelligibe 
riddle. It would be necessary in that case to suppost 
that the Gospels had usurped a place during his lifetime 
to which before they had only made claim in commos 
with other rivals, and yet he speaks of them as if thef 
had always occupied it. 

Next to the Gospels the book of the Acts is met 
tioned as containing a record by St Luke ‘of those act 
‘of all the Apostles which fell under his own notice: 
That this was the rule which he prescribed to himself t 
cipalis is used to translate 77yenomxés ‘ which necessarilyimplies anteceda 
in Ps. li. 12 Vulg., and Iren. ¢. Har. ‘denial of its authority and apostoll 
111. 11. 8 [bis]. ‘origin.’ As far as I can see, ¢ 

1 It is frequently asserted that we explanation applies equally to 
have in this passage, taken in con- four Gospels, and not to any one 


nexion with the context, an ‘apolo- particular. 
‘getic defence of the fourth Gospel, 
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Shewn, it is added, by ‘the omission of the martyrdom | “Pi. 
‘of Peter and the journey of Paul to Spain’) 

Thirteen Epistles are attributed to St Paul; of these (y) to the 
nine were addressed to Churches, and four to individual | st Paut 7 
Christians. The first class suggests an analogy with the 
Apocalypse. As St John when writing for all Christen- 
dom wrote specially to seven Churches, so St Paul also 
‘wrote by name only to seven Churches, shewing thereby 
‘the unity of the Catholic Church, though he wrote 
‘twice to the Corinthians and Thessalonians for their 
‘correction®. The order in which these Epistles are 
Raumerated is remarkable: 1 and 2 Corinthians, Ephe-| 
wans, Philippians, Colossians, Galatians, 1 and 2 Thessa- | 
lonians, Romans. This order may have been determined 
by a particular view of their contents, since it ae 
that the author attributed to St Paul a special purpose 
ineach Epistle, saying that ‘he wrote at greater length 
‘first to the Corinthians to forbid heretical schism ; after- , 
‘wards to the Galatians to put a stop to circumcision; 
‘then to the Romans, according to the rule of the [Old 
*Testament] Scriptures, shewing at the same time that 
‘Christ was the foundation of them*’ The second class 
includes all that are received now: ‘an Epistle to Phile- 
‘mon, one to Titus, and two to Timothy,’ which though 
Written only ‘from personal feeling and affection, are 
‘still hallowed in the respect of the Catholic Church, for 
‘or in) the arrangement of ecclesiastical discipline.’ 

At this point the Fragment diverges to spurious or : 0) to the 
! This appears to be the sense of relative chronological order of these | ata 
he clause, though the text is undoubt- epistles is rightly given. Cf. Light- 
ily corrupt. See App. C. Itmaybe foot, Galatians, 44 ff. 
werved that this is the first refer- If the reading ordinem be adopted, 
we to the book of the Acts by name. the sense will be ‘pointing out the 
3 Routh has a good note (1. pp. ‘rule—the consistent revelation—of 
6 sqq-) on the symbolism of the ‘the Old Testament, and at the same 


mber sever. ‘time that...... : 
' Ie will be observed that the : 








(ce) and fo 
the Apoca- 
lypse. 


- Other 
writings 
mentioned. 


/ 
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disputed books, and the exact words are of importance. 
‘Moreover,’ it is said, ‘there is in circulation an Epistle 
‘to the Laodiceans, [and] another to the Alexandrians 
‘forged under the name of Paul bearing on the heresy of 
‘Marcion’, and several others which cannot be received 
‘into the Catholic Church. For gall ought not to be 
‘mixed with honey. The Epistle of Jude however (sane) 
'fand two Epistles bearing the name of John® are re- 
| ‘ceived in the Catholic [Church] (07 are reckoned among 
‘the Catholic [Epistles])*. And the book of Wisdom 
|‘written by the friends of Solomon in his honour [is 
‘acknowledged]. We receive moreover the Apocalypses 
‘of John and Peter only, which [latter] some of our body 
‘will not have read in the Church.’ ' 

After this mention is made of the Shepherd‘, and of 
the writings of Valentinus, Basilides, and others: and so 
the Fragment ends abruptly. 








1 Nothing is known of the Epistle 
fo the Alexandrians. The attempt 
to identify it with that ¢o the He- 
brews is not suppotted by the slight- 
est external evidence. The £>prstle 
to the Laodiceans is also involved in 
great obscurity. The £pistle to the 
Ephesians bore that name in Mar- 
cion’s collection of St Paul’s Epistles, 
and the text may contain an inac- 
curate allusion to it. In Jerome's 
time there was an ‘Epistle to the 
‘ Laodiceans rejected by all.’ Cf. 
Routh, I. pp. 420 sqq. The remark- 
able cento of Pauline phrases which 
is frequently found in Manuscripts 
of the Vulgate under this name was 
undoubtedly of Latinorigin. The first 
evidence of its existence occurs in 
the Speculum published by Mai, and 
the Latin Manuscript of La Cava 
(viiith cent.), both of which recog- 
nise the spurious clause in 1 John y. 
7- From the sixth century down- 
ward it is very commonly found in 


' Manuscripts of the Vulgate, and 


scems to have been especially popular 
in the English Church. See below, 
Part III. 

2 Hesse rightly, as I now believe, 
objects to the rendering ‘ John who 
‘has been mentioned above’ (§ 234). 
The translation given will hold 
equally whether superscript or super- 
scripte be read. 

3 The reading of the Manuscript 
is 12 Catholica, and Routh (1. 4253 
111, 44) has shewn that Tertullian 
(de Prescr. Her. 30) and later wni- 
ters sometimes omit ecclesta. The 
context on the other hand favours 
the correction i” Catholicis, and I find 
that it has been adopted by Bunsen 
(Hippolytus, 11. 136), who first gave 
what is certainly the true connexion 
of the passage. I do not know 
whether there is any earlier instance 
of Ka@oXtxh éxcorod} than in a frag- 
ment of Apollonius (Euseb. H. £. 
v. 18), who was a contemporary of 
Tertullian. 

4 See page 196, note 3. 
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It will then be noticed that there is no special enu-| “ap. 
meration of the acknowledged Catholic Epistles—1 Peter ; 7fs ems 
and 1 John’: that the Epistle of St James, 2 Peter, and ; 
the Epistle to the Hebrews, are also omitted: but that: 
with these exceptions every book in our New Testament | 
Canon is acknowledged, and one book only added to it 
—the Apocalypse of St Peter—which it is said was not 
universally admitted. 

The character of the omissions helps to explain them. | 7ie true ex- 
The fitst Epistle of St John is quoted in an earlier part ie 
of the Fragment, though it is not mentioned in its 
proper place, either after the Acts of the Apostles, or 
after the Epistles of St Paul: there is no evidence that 
the fitst Epistle of St Peter was ever disputed, and it 
has been shewn that it was quoted by Polycarp and 
Papias: the Epistle to the Hebrews and that of St | 
James were certainly known in the Roman Church, and | 
they could scarcely have been altogether passed over in 
an enumeration of books in which the Epistle of St Jude, 
and even Apocryphal writings of heretics, found a place. 
The cause of the omissions cannot have been ignorance 
or doubt. It must be sought either in the character of 
the writing, or in the present condition of the text. 

The present form of the Fragment makes the idea of 
a chasm in it very probable; and more than this, the 
want of coherence between several parts seems to shew 
that it was not all continuous originally, but that it has | 
been: made up of three or four different passages a) 

| 





some unknown author, collected on the same principle 
as the quotations in Eusebius from Papias, Irenzus, 
Clement, and Origen’. On either supposition it is easy 


1 The context tends to shew that Aer. 111. 16. 8; and App. C. 
the ‘ ¢wo Epistles of St John’ arethe 7 The connexion appears to be 
Second and Third Epistles. Com- broken in at least two places; but 
pare however p. 77, n. 2: Iren. ¢. as the general sense of the text is - 
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to explain the omissions, and if it is urged that thes 
explanations of the omissions in the Fragment are com 
jectural, it must be admitted at once that the objectio 
is valid against their positive force. But on the othe 
hand it is to be noticed that the position in the Chris 
tian Canon which was occupied by the books which an 
passed over calls for some explanation. The Epistle 6 
the Hebrews for example is just that of which th 
earliest and most certain traces are found at Rome’ 
Any one who maintains the integrity of the text mus 
be able to shew how it came to be left out in the em 
meration’. 

One other point must be noted as to the genera 
character of this Fragment. The writer speaks through 
out of a received and general opinion. He does m 
suggest a novel theory about the Apostolic books, bt 
states what was held to be certainly known. He doe 
not hazard an individual judgment, but appeals to th 
practice of ‘the Catholic Church.’ There was not indee 
complete unanimity with regard to all the writings claix 
ing to be apostolical, but the frank recognition of th 
divergence of opinion on the Revelation of Peter giv 
weight to the assumed agreement as to the authont 
and use of the other books, 


A fragment of Melito Bishop of Sardis in the time! 
Marcus Antoninus, who must have been for many yea 
the contemporary of Polycarp, adds a trait which 


not affected by this view a detailed ‘friends of Solomon’ was occasion 
examination of it is reserved for the by the mention of the Epistle tot 
Appendix. Hebrews as written by the friend 
See p. 24. St Paul; nor yet on the conjecture 
2 It is not, I now think, possible Cafholicis as implying a central gre 
to lay any stress on Bunsen’s suppo- of ‘Catholic’ Epistles among wh 
sition that the reference to Pro- 32, 3 John and Jude were reckonet 
verbs (Wisdom) as written ‘by the . _. 
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wanting in the Fragment on the Canon*. In that the 
books of the New Testament are spoken of as having 
individual authority, and being distinguished by eccle- 
siastical use; but nothing is said of them in their col- 
lected form, or in relation to the Jewish Scriptures. The 
worfds of Melito on the other hand are simple and casual, 
and yet their meaning can scarcely be mistaken. He 
writes to Onesimus a fellow-Christian, who had urged 
him ‘to make selections for him from the Law and the 
‘Prophets concerning the Saviour and the Faith gene- 
‘rally, and furthermore desired to learn the accurate 
‘account of the Old (aada:év) Books;’ ‘having gone 
‘therefore to the East,’ Melito says, ‘and reached the spot 
‘where [each thing! was preached and done, and having 
‘learned accurately the Books of the Old Testament, I 
‘have sent a list of them.’ The mention of ‘the Old 
Books ’—‘ the Books of the Old Testament,’ —naturally 
implies a recognition of the New Books, of ‘the Books 
of the New Testament,’ a written antitype to the Old*. 
But therc is little evidence in the fragment of Melito 
to shew what writings he would have included in the 


1 Melito presented an Apology to 


could be no meaning in the two com- 
Marcus Antoninus after the death of 


plementary phrases. Reuss’ remark 


Aurelius Verus (A.D. 169) ; and, as 
appears from a passage quoted by 

usebius (uerda Tov waidds, IV. 26), 
at a time when Commodus was ad- 
mitted to share the imperial power 
(A.D. 176). Ilis treatise on the Pass- 
over probably belongs to an earlier 
date. The persecution ‘in which 
* Sagaris was martyred ’ (Euseb. /. ¢.) 
may have been that in which Poly- 
carp also suffered (A.D. 156). 

3 Euseb. H. £. Iv. 26. This ap- 
pears to be the natural interpretation 
of phrases like padety ryv rev rahacy 
BcBrXlaw éBovrAOns axplBecay, and dxpe- 
Aas pabeiy 7a THs wadads dadyxns 
88a. Unless these ancient books 
were contrasted with others there 


is instructive : Eusebe a transcrit [a 
préface de cet ouvrage qui contient 
une énumeération de tous les livres de 
l’ancienne Alliance et quien parle de 
maniere a faire voir que Méliton ’a- 
vait aucune idée dune autre collection 
de levres saerés (Hist. du Canon, 43). 
The point of the argument lies in the 
reference to ‘the Books,’ ‘the Books 
of the Old Testament;’ and its force 
will be felt by a comparison with 
Origen’s words:...éx ray mwemioreupe- 
vow nuiv elvac Oeluv ypapav ris re 
Acyouévyns wadads StaOnxyns xal rns 
Kadoupévyns xawys (De Princ. Iv. 1). 
Comp. p. 191, n. 2, at xuptaxal ypa- 
gal. 
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new collection. He wrote a treatise on the Apocalypse, 
and the title of one of his essays is evidently borrowed 
from St Paul—‘On the-obedience of Faith.’ 

An ‘Oration of Melito the philosopher who was in 
‘the presence of Antoninus Cesar’ has been preserved 
in a Syriac translation ; and though if it be entire it is 
not the Apology with which Eusebius was acquainted, 
the general character of the writing leads to the belief 
that it is a genuine book of Melito of Sardis. Like 
other Apologies this Oration contains only indirect refer- 
ences to the Christian Scriptures. The allusions in it to 
the Gospels are extremely rare and, except so far as 
they shew the influence of St John’s writings, of no spe- 
cial interest. But the conception of God as the ‘ Father 
‘and God of Truth’,’ the Absolute and Self-existent’, 
“Who is Himself Truth and His Word Truth’, as con- 
trasted with the vanity of idols, is a remarkable proof of 
the manner in which the highest Christian doctrine was 
used in controversy with heathen adversaries. The coinci- 
dences with the Epistles are more numerous. Those with 
St James and 1 Peter are particularly worthy of notice‘; 
and one passage offers a very remarkable resemblance 
to 2 Peter’. 


1 Cureton, Spictlegium Syriacum, ° ‘There was once a flood and a 


‘wind and the chosen men were de- 
‘stroyed by a mighty north wind... 
‘at another time there was a flood of 
‘waters...So also it will be at the 


« * Light without envy is given to 
‘all of us that we may see thereby’ 
(td. p. 42). ‘ With [the Lord] there 
‘is no jealousy of giving the know- 
‘ledge of Himself to them that seek 
it’ ae p- 48). Compare James 
i. 5 ff. 

‘When thou Czesar shalt learn 
‘these things thyself and thy chil- 
‘dren also with thee, thou wilt be- 
‘queath to them an eternal inherit- 
‘ance which fadeth not away’ (éd. 
Pp. 51). Compare 1 Peter i. 4. 


‘last time: there shall be a flood of 
‘fire, and the earth shall be burnt up 
‘together with its mountains, and 
‘men shall be burnt up together with 
‘their idols...and the sea together 
‘with its isles shall be burnt; and 
‘the just shall be delivered from the 
‘fury like their fellows in the Ark 
‘from the waters of the deluge’ 
(td. pp. 50, 51). Compare 2 Peter 
iii. 5—7. 

The first allusion in the quotation 
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But the evidence which remains of the remarkable 
literary activity of Melito is more important than the 
direct bearing which the fragments of his books have 
upon the Christian Canon. The titles of his works which 
have been preserved by Eusebius—and he implies that 
the list is not complete—bear a striking witness to the 
energy of speculation within the Church in the second 
century. Scarcely any branch of theological inquiry was 
left untouched by him: and the variety of his treatises 
is a witness to the variety of Christian culture in his age. 
And more than this: it is a presumptive argument of 
the greatest force against the possibility of any revolu- 
tion in the Creed and constitution of the Church, such as 
is supposed to have been effected in his time by a series of 
supposititious Apostolic writings. The character of his 
inquiries shews that the broad outlines of Christianity 
were already clearly defined. Morality, Ritual, Psycho- 
logy, Dogma, had already become subjects for system- 
atic treatment. Thus in addition to the books already 
quoted he wrote on Hospitality—on Easter, and on the 
Lord’s day (arept cuptaxns)—on the Church, on [Christian] 
Citizenship (zept arodctelas) and Prophets, on Prophecy, 
_ on Truth, and on Baptism (7repi Aovtpov)—on the Crea- 
tion («tiows) and Birth of Christ, on the nature of Man, 
and on the Soul and Body—on the Formation of the 
World (epi mXacews), and (according to one reading) 


is to the destruction of the tower of 
Babel, which is mentioned in similar 
terms in the Szdyl/line Oracles, I. 
110 ff. In the same passage of the 
Sibyllines there is also a description 
of the future destruction of the world 
by fire: Kal récerat woddpopdos odos 
wédos évy xGovl Sig Kai mweddye 
pedoer 5¢ wupds parepod xarapdxrns 
*Axduaros, prétec 8¢ yatay préfee Se 
Od\accay, In other passages the same 


final catastrophe is described in simi- 
lar terms: II. 196 ff.; vil. 118 ff. &-c., 
and it is impossible therefore to affirm 
that the reference in Melito is to 2 
Peter and not rather tothe Sibyllines 
or to the wide-spread tradition on 
which they rested. [Dr Tregelles’ 
argument (Can. Murat. pp. 103—4) 
leaves me still unable to admit the 
certainty of the reference to 2 Peter. 
1869.] 
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on the Organs of sense—on the Interpretation of Scrip-| 
ture (% «dels)—on the Devil, and on the Incarnatioa’ 
(epi évowpatou Geod). 

Of these multifarious writings very few apie 
remain in the original Greek, but the general tone of 
them is so decided:in its theological character as to ge} 
far to establish the genuineness of those which are pre 


served in the Syriac translation. 


One of these said ta 


be taken from the treatise On Faith is a very striking. 
expansion of the early historic Creed of the Church, and 


deserves on every account to be quoted in full’. 


‘We 


‘have made collections from the Law and the Prophet 
‘relative to those things which have been declared re 
‘specting our Lord Jesus Christ’, that we may prove tt 
‘your love that He is perfect Reason, the Word of God} 


‘Who was begotten before the light ; 


‘together with the Father; 


C 

1 Euseb. H. /. tv. 26. If may 
be well to add Dr Cureton’s trans- 
lation of the Syriac version of this 
passage, which differs in some places 
from the Greek: ‘ The treatises [of 
‘Melito] with which we have become 
‘acquainted are the following: On 
‘Easter two, and On Polity and On 
‘the Prophets; and another On the 
‘Church and another On the First 
‘Day of the Week; and again an- 
‘other On the Faith of Man (i.e. 
‘wept wlarews, not wepl gicews dv- 
‘@pdémrov) and another On his For- 
‘mation ; and again another On the 
‘hearing of the Ear of Faith; and 
‘besides these [one] On the Soul 
‘and Body; and again On Baptism 
‘and On the Truth and On the 
‘Faith; and On the Birth of Christ 
‘and On the word of his Prophecy ; 
‘and again On the Soul and on the 
‘Body ; and another On the love of 
‘Strangers, and On Satan and On 
‘the Revelation of John; and again 


Who was Creatog 
who was the Fashioner @ 


‘another On God who put on é 
‘Body ; and again another which & 

‘wrote to the Emperor Antonis 
(Spicilegium Syriacum, p. $7). 
of the variations are interesting, 
in the clauses correspondi 
wept umaxons mlorews [xal @ 
alcOnrnplwy and wepl «xricews & 
yevéoews Xpwrov. One treatise & 
kXels) is omitted, and one ( 
yuxins kal odperos) reckoned twice. 

2 It should however be added 
this fragment is attributed in 
Armenian version and in a short 
Syriac version to Irenzus. Com 
Pitra, Spicl. Solesm. i. 3 ff.; ii, vim 
and 59. 

3 The remarkable coincidence ¢ 
these words with the fragmeg§ 
quoted by Eusebius (//. £. 1v. 
is a strong proof of the genuinene 
of the fragment : nilwoas ..yért 
go éxdoyas Ex re rou yb pov 
TWY wpopynrwp wepl TOU ae 
pos kal waons ris wlorews yur. 
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‘man; Who was all in all; Who among the Patriarchs | acs 
“was Patriarch; Who in the law was the Law; among | 

‘the priests Chief Priest; among kings Governor; among 
‘prophets the Prophet ; among the Angels Archangel ; | 

“in the Voice the Word; among spirits Spirit; in the 

:*Father the Son; in God God, the King for ever and 

‘Sever. For this was He who was Pilot to Noah; Who | 
conducted Abraham; Who was bound with Isaac; 
*Who was in exile with Jacob; Who was sold with | 
"Joseph ; Who was Captain with Moses ; Who was the ' 
“Divider of the inheritance with Jesus the son of Nun; | 





3 


Who in David and the Prophets foretold His own suf- | 


2 1 


“ferings ; Who was incarnate in the Virgin; Who was 
F bom at Bethlehem; Who was wrapped in swaddling 

clothes in the manger; Who was seen of shepherds ; 

Who was glorified of Angels; Who was worshipped by 
f the Magi; Who was pointed out by John; Who as- 
rsembled the Apostles; Who preached the kingdom ; 
Who healed the maimed; Who gave light to the blind; | 
Who raised the dead; Who appeared in the Temple; 
Who was not believed on by the people ; Who was be- 
trayed by Judas; Who was laid hold on by the Priests ; 
Who was condemned by Pilate; Who was pierced in 
the flesh; Who was hanged upon the tree; Who was | 
Fburied in the earth; Who rose from the dead; Who | 
appeared to the Apostles ; Who ascended to heaven ; | 
Who sitteth on the right hand of the Father; Who is 
¥the Rest of those that are departed, the Recoverer of 
"those who are lost, the Light of those who are 
"m darkness, the Deliverer of those who are cap- 
at the Finder of those who have gone astray, 
‘fhe Refuge of the afflicted, the Bridegroom of the 
‘Church, the Charioteer of the Cherubim, the Captain 
of the Angels, God who is of God, the Son who is 


C. Q 


~ 
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‘of the Father, Jesus Christ, the King for ever and 
‘ever. Amen’ 

No writer could state the fundamental truths of 
Christianity more unhesitatingly or refer to the contents 
of the Scriptures of the*Old and New Testaments with 
more perfect confidence. The subject of the passage 
offers full scope for the exhibition of these character- 
istics, but they are also found in a greater or less degrec 
in all the other fragments of Melito’s writings which 
admit of similar expressions of faith. The fact is of great 
significance, for it explains what might have seemed to 
be a certain dryness in most of the quotations which 
have been hitherto made. This fragment is clearer in 
its witness to the doctrinal and devotional use of Holy 
Scripture than any which has been yet noticed, because 
it is taken from a treatise addressed to believers, and 
that upon their Faith. Elsewhere we have heard the 
language of the Church to those without: here we are 
enabled to listen to the familiar language of Christians 
one to another. For once we catch the clear accents of 
faith. No heathen audience keeps back the expression 
of divine mysteries. In place of the constrained lan- 


guage of the Apology we listen to the triumphant 
Hymn’. 


1 Cureton, Spicilegium Syriacum, 
ey Bp. Lightfoot, 
R. loc. pp. 481 ff. 
2 This is not the place to discuss 
| the genuineness of the Latin trans- 
| lation of the C/avis attributed to 
' Melito, which has been at length (cf. 
| Routh, 1. pp. 141 ff.) published by 
J. B. Pitra in the Sprcvlegium Soles- 
mense. It is enough to say that I 
/ cannot believe that in its present 
' form it fairly represents the work 
of the Bishop of Sardis, even if it 
may possibly have been based upon it. 








As far as I have observed, the 
four Gospels are simply quoted as 
In Evangelio, without any further 
addition. The Epistles generally as 
In Apostolo, The only books of the 
New Testament from which no quo- 
tations are found are James, Fude, 
2,3 John. The Revelation is quoted 
as Jn Apocalypsi, and a passage from 
a Peter (ii. 17) is quoted twice: Cla- 
vis, WI. 143 IV. 25. The reference 
to 1 Peter ii. § is wrongly given by 
Pitra to 2 Peter ii. 5. 
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The testimony of Melito finds a natural confirmation | bp #% 
in a fragment of a contemporary writer’, Claudius Apol- | StAvps 
linaris Bishop of Hierapolis*. When discussing the time | "At'5 
for the celebration of Easter he writes: ‘Some say that | B¢borr 
‘the Lord ate the lamb with His disciples on the 14th oraned er 
‘(of Nisan), and suffered himself on the great day of | (na? 


‘unleavened bread ; and they state that Matthew’s narra- 
‘tive is in accordance with their view; while it follows 
‘that their view is at variance with the Law, and accord- 
‘ing to them the Gospels seem to disagree®.’ The Gos- 
pels are evidently quoted as books certainly known and 
recognised and not as books emerging with difficulty 


1 Claudius Apollinaris also pre- 
sented an Apology to Marcus Anto- 
ninus c.174 A.D. Hieron. de Virr. 
ff. c. 26. Cf. Euseb. A. £. Iv. 26. 

2 There is not any sufficient ground 
for doubting the genuineness of 
these fragments ‘On Easter’ in the 
fact that Eusebius mentions no such 
book by Apollinaris. The words of 
Eusebius (//. £. Iv. 27) are ‘that 
‘there were many works of Apolli- 
‘naris in circulation, of which he 
‘enumerates only those which had 
‘come into his own hands:’ roi 3 
‘Awodwapiov ro\X\Gv wapdh mwoNdois 
owfoudvwy rah els Huds €X\ObvrTa eri 
rdée...The two fragments are pre- 
served in the Paschal or Alexandrine 
Chronicle (viith cent.). Cf. Routh, 
1. pP- 167 sq. Lightfoot /. c. 486 ff. 

Claud. Apoll. fr. ap. Routh, 1. 
p- 160: xal &dtyyotvrac Maréaiov 
ovr héyew ws vevonxacw S0ev dovu- 
guvds re TH vénw F vonots avrayv, 
kal oraciajey doxet xar’ avrods ra 
evayyéia. It seems strange that the 
Asiatic ‘ Paschal Controversy’ should 
still be urged against the Johannine 
authorship of the Fourth Gospel, 
which certainly was recognised by 
the Asiatic ‘School of St John.’ The 
peculianty of the Asiatic Churches 
was that they observed the rth of 


Nisan (i. ¢. the day of the month 
and not the day of the week) as their 
Paschal Festival. This was the centre 
of the controversy. Now St John 
fixes the Death of the Lord as the 
true Passover, on the 14th; and there 
is every reason to believe that the 
Christian Paschal Festival was origi- 
nally the commemoration (as it natu- 
rally would be) of the Death of the 
Lord and not of the Last Supper or 
of the Resurrection. Nothing there- 
fore can be a more baseless assertion 
than that Polycarp (or Claudius Apol- 
linaris) ‘contradicted the statements 
‘of the fourth Gospel’ by ‘ contend- 
‘ing that the Christian Festival 
‘should be celebrated on the 14th 
‘Nisan’ (Szpernat. Rel. UW. 270. 
Comp. 198 f., 472 f.). Such an 
assertion involves two conclusions 
which not only cannot be proved 
but which are inherently most im- 
probable: (1) that the early Paschal 
Controversy turned on the choice of 
one of two days of the month and 
not on the choice of the day of the 
month or the day of the week mea- 
sured back from Easter Day (Sunday); 
and (2) that the original Paschal Fes- 
tival was a commemoration of the 
Last Supper and not of the Cruci- , 
fixion. 
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from a mass of competitors; a contradiction between 
them is treated as impossible; and it must be remem- 
bered that this testimony comes from the same place as 
that of Papias, and that no such interval had elapsed 
between the two Bishops as to allow of any organic 
change in the Church’. 

Two other apologists, Theophilus of Antioch, and 
Athenagoras of Athens, close the list of writers who 
belong to this age of apologists. Theophilus was, as it 
appears from his own writings, a heathen by birth and a 
native of the East ; and Eusebius adds that he was sixth 
bishop of Antioch in the time of Marcus Aurelius. 
He wrote several books for the purpose of Christian 
instruction (xatnyntixa twa BrBria), and among them 
three books to Autolycus (crovyeusSn cuyypappara) in 
which he devotes himself to convincing a learned hea- 
then friend of the truth of Christianity. The personal 
and special character of his design gave him greater 
freedom than his predecessors in dealing with the Chris- 
tian Scriptures, and his references to them are propor- 
tionately wider in range and more explicit than those 
contained in the earlier apologists’. Thus he quotes the 
‘evangelic voice’ from a passage in St Matthew*, and 
mentions St John by name as one of ‘those who were 
vessels of the Spirit’ (arvevpatrodopor), adding words from 
| the Prologue to his Gospel as a specimen of his teach- 


,ing*. Elsewhere his writings shew clear traces of St 


THEOPHILUS 
of Artioch. 


¢. 168 A.D. 


c. 382 A.D. 


1 A second fragment of Apolli- 
naris is preserved, in which he makes 
an evident allusion to John xix. 34, 

! and in such a way as to shew that 
| the Gospel had become the subject 
| of carefil interpretation. He speaks 
of Christ as 6 riv dylay weupay éx- 
' xeprnOels, Oo éxxéas ex ris wKeupas 
avroU ra 800 wadw xabapoa vowp 
kal alua, Adyor xal rvevpa. 





| 


2 Comp. p. 118. 

3 iii. 13 || Matt. v. 28. 

* ji. 22. This is the earliest quo- 
tation of St John’s Gospel by name 
which has been preserved. It is 
further worthy of notice that in the 
context the original distinction be- 
tween ‘the sacred Scriptures’ (2.¢. 
the Old Testament), and ‘the in- 
spired men’ of later times still re- 
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Paul’s Epistles to the Romans, 1, 2 Corinthians, Ephe- 
sians, Philippians, Colossians, 1 Timothy’, and Titus; 
of the Epistle to the Hebrews and of the first Epistle of 
St Peter*. In a work now lost he used, according to 
Eusebius, ‘ testimonies from the Apocalypse’ ;’ and Je- 
rome speaks of a harmony of ‘the four Evangelists’ 
which he composed *. 

The little that is certainly known of Athenagoras is 
derived from his own writings; neither Eusebius nor 
Jerome give any account of him. He was, according to 
the superscription of his Apology, an Athenian and a 
philosopher; and his Apology (apeoBela wept Xpic- 
tiavav—A mission about Christians—the title is most 
remarkable) was addressed to M. Aurelius and his son 
Commodus’. In this there are certain though tacit re- 
ferences to the Gospels of St Matthew® and St John’; 
and to the Epistles of St Paul to the Romans, Corinth- 
ians (1) and Galatians. The coincidences of thought 
or language with St Luke’s Gospel and 1 Timothy are 
more questionable. In his discourse Ox the Resurrection 


mains, though elsewhere (e.g. iii. 14) 
Theophilus calls utterances of the 
New ‘YPestament ‘divine,’ and re- 
fers to one and the same source ‘the 
inspiration of the law, the prophets 
and the Gospel’ (iii. 12). 

There is a reference to St Luke's 
Gospel, ii. 13 || Luke xviii. 27. 
Compare also iil. 2 i#zf. with Luke 
i. 2. 

1 iii, 14 (6 Oetos Adyos) || « Tim. 
ii. 2. 

3 ii. a5 |} Hebr. v. 123 xii. 9: 
ii. 34 f} « Pet. i. 18; iv. 3. The 
passage ii. g may be compared with 
2 Pet. i. 30, 21, and also li. 13 with 
2 Pet.i. 19. The form of the open- 
ing of i.2 recals James ii. 18; but 
these references are doubtful. 

3 Euseb. 7. £. Iv. 24. 

4 Hieron. Zp. 121 (ad Algusiam), 


§6. Theophilus...quatuor Evangel- 
istarum in unum opus dicta com- 
pingens...hzec in suis Commentariis 
est locutus... Comp. Fro/. in Matt. 
Jerome speaks more doubtfully (sub 
nomine ejus), de Virr. L/1. cxxv. 

5 This seems to be certainly es- 
tablished as against the supposition 
that the persons addressed are M. 
Aurelius and Lucius Verus. See 
Donaldson, Christian Literature, Wi. 
108 ff; or Lardner, Creadsbility, 11. 
1813 or Otto’s Prolegomena, § VII. 

6 ¢.¢. Legat. X1. || Matt. v. 44, 45. 
‘ These,’ he says, ‘are the words in 
which we are reared and with which 
we are nourished ’ (oi Ad-yor ols évrpe- 
pbueda). 

7 Legat. xu. || John xvii. 3; id. 
10 || John i. 3; x. 305 xvii, 21 ff. 





| 
ATHENA- 


GORAS. 


¢. 176 A.D. 
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Chap. iis | Athenagoras refers to St Paul as ‘the apostle,’ using 
thoughts from the Epistles to the Corinthians’. This, 
however, is the only direct citation which he makes, and 
| his silence is the more important, because there can be 
no question that he was acquainted at any rate with the 
other writings of St Paul’. 
ame One section of our inquiry is now finished. We have 


examined all the evidence bearing ‘on the history of the 
New Testament Canon which can be adduced from those 
who are recognised as Fathers of the Church during the 
period which has been marked out®. It has been shewn 
that up to this point one book alone of the New Testa- 
ment remains unnoticed: one Apocryphal book alone, 
and that doubtfully, placed within the limits of the 
Canon. There is not, so far as I am aware, in any 
Christian writer during the period which we have ex- 
amined either direct mention of or clear reference to the 
second Epistle of St Peter*; and the Apocalyse which 
bore his name partially usurped a place among the New 
Testament Scriptures. Nor is this all: it has been 
shewn also that the form of Christian doctrine current 


nc mt eee nr A A 


1c. xviii. 

3 In one passage (Zeguf. XXXII.) 
Athenagoras appears to quote a tra- 
ditional saying of the Lord (Aéyovros 
rol Aéyov) which is not found else- 
where. Comp. J/atrod. to Study of 
the Gospels, Ap. C. no. 6. 

8 TATIAN will be noticed in Chap. 


IV. 

The beautiful letter of the Church 
of Smyrna giving an account of 
the martyrdom of Polycarp, written 
shortly after it (A.D. 156. Cf. Alart. 
Polyc. c. xviii.), contains several 
allusions to books of the New Tes- 
tament: ¢.g. Matt. x. 23=c. iv.; 
Matt. xxvi. §5=:c. vil. ; Acts ix. 7= 
c. ix.; Acts xxi. 14=c. vii.; 1 Cor. 
li. g=c. il.; Rom. xiii. 1) 7=c. x. 


And besides several Pauline words 
occur: étayopdiecOa, BpaBeiov, 6 
ayevdhns Geds. The doxology in c. 
xiv. is very noteworthy. While 
speaking of this letter I cannot but 
mention the admirable emendation 
by which Dr Wordsworth (Hippo- 
lytus, App.) has effectually explain- 
ed the famous passage about the 
Dove in c. xvi. For weptorepa xal, 
by the change of one letter, and the 
omission of I before a II following, 
he gives the true reading wepl orv- 
paxa. On this narrative compare 
Bp. Lightfoot, C. &. Febr. 1876, 
Pp: 473 ff. 

* The reference in Melito is not 
however to be neglected, see p. 222, 
N. 5. 
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throughout the Church, as represented by men most} SP ii. 
widely differing in national and personal characteristics, 
in books of the most varied aim and composition, is 
measured exactly by the Apostolic Canon. It has been 
shewn that this exact coincidence between the Scriptural : 
rule and the traditional belief is more perfect and strik- | 
ing in proportion as we apprehend more clearly the | 
differences which coexist in both. It has been shewn 
that the New Testament in its integrity gives an ade- 
quate explanation of the progress of Christianity in its 
distinct types, and that there is no reason to believe | 
that at any subsequent time such a creative power | 
was active in the Church as could have called forth 
writings like those which we receive as Apostolic. 
They are the rule and not the fruit of the Church’s | 
development’. 

But at present the argument is incomplete. It is still | Points stiz 

° ‘ ‘. VEMAIRINE 

necessary to inquire how far a Canon was publicly recog- | for discus- 
nised by national Churches as well as by individuals— |” 
how far it was accepted even by those who separated 
from the orthodox communion, and on what grounds 
they rejected any part of it. These points will form the 
subject of the next two chapters, in which we shall ex- | 
amine the most ancient Versions of the East and West, | 
and the writings of the earliest heretics. | 


On the Patristic references to Books of the New Testament 
collected by Eusebius. 


| 
| 
SINCE it has been confidently affirmed that the silence of Eusebius as 
to the use made by an early Father of a particular book of the New Testa- 
ment is a positive proof that the Father in question was unacquainted with 
it, inasmuch as he ‘ never fails to enumerate the writers of the New Testa- 

1 Some further considerations on which have been obtained are given 
the incompleteness of the results at the end of Chap. Iv. 
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Chap. ii. | ‘ment to which the Fathers refer',’ it becomes necessary to call the atten- 


tion of students to the general principles on which Eusebius made quota- 
tions of this kind. These he lays down quite plainly on the first occasion 
when he deals with the contents of the Canon. ‘In the course of my his- 
‘tory,’ he says, ‘I shall make it my object to indicate together with the 
“successions [of bishops in the great sees] what ecclesiastical writers at 
‘the several times have made use of what books from among the contro- 
‘verted, and what they have said about the canonical and acknowl 
‘writings, and all (dea) that they have said about those writings which 
‘are not such*.’ He sets before himself therefore two main objects, (1) to 
notice from his own reading the simple use of the Antilegomena, and (2) to 
collect details recorded by others as to the composition and history of all 
the books which have been used as having Scriptural authority. The 
second object is again subdivided. On the one hand Eusebius pro 

to bring together special statements about the canonical books?, and on 
the other to complete the treatment of his first object by a collection of all 
the facts (80a) which he could gather about the disputed books, seeing that in 
this case there was greater need of evidence with a view to the final deter- 
mination of their character. By natural consequence it follows (1) that 
Eusebius would necessarily pass over, as a general rule, all mere references 
to the acknowledged books (e.g. the Gospel of St Fohn, and the thirteen 
Epistles of St Paul); and (2) that if a writer simply made use of an apocry- 
phal Gospel (e.g. the Gospel es to the Hebrews) as well as of canoni- 
cal books (e.g. the four Gospels), he would quote the testimony to the 
apocryphal book and leave the testimony to the canonical books unnoticed ‘. 
These are the principles which he lays down, and by these he is guided, 
so far as his desultory method allows him to be guided by a consistent plan, 
with one exception more apparent than real. The exception is that he 
notices from time to time the simple use of the acknowledged Catholic 
Epistles (1 Peter, 1 John); for the group of the Catholic Epistles was of 
very uncertain extent, and in this case it might seem worth while to notice 
one or two individual testimonies. 


1 Supernat. Rel. 1, p. 488. Comp. p. 437: 
‘ The care with which Eusebius searches for 
‘every trace of the use of the books of the 
‘New Testament in early writers, and his 
‘anxiety to produce any evidence concern- 


m daeeeigh and writers, in which they have 
‘handed down in ening the traditions 
‘concerning the canonical Scriptures that 
‘have come to them (rds wepi rev érbiksa- 


‘ Ofer py eis avrovs xareASovcas wa- 


~~ 


rc ee eee | SS 
me 


‘ing their authenticity, render his silence 
‘upon the subject almost as important as his 
‘ distinct utterance when speaking of such a 
‘man as Hegesippus.’ p. 438: ‘It is cer- 
‘tain that Eusebius...would not have neg- 
‘lected to have availed himself of the evi- 
‘dence of Hegesippus...had that writer 


“furnished him with 


any opportunity, and 
there can be no doubt that he exclodvely 
‘made use of the Gospel according to the 
“ Hebrews together with unwritten tradition.’ 
Euseb. /7. &. ut. 3 (Comp. v. 7), xpot- 
ovens THs to Mpoupyov woujronas oly 
tais Gcaboxais Vroonyvacbas tives Tew Kara 
Xpévous éxxAnovacriamy ovyypapdwy éroiacs 
xéxpnvras Tey avrieyondver, riva re wepi 
rev evdiabyjcwy Kal dporcyoundrwy ypaduy 
Kai Goa wépl Tey j47) TOOVTEY aUTOS eipHTal. 
Comp. Part 111. c. 1. 
3 This he expresses even more clearly, v. 
8: ‘I promised that I would set forth... the 
‘utterances of the ancient i 


is)” Nothing can be clearer than 
that he does not propose to collect evi- 
dence of the mere use of the acknowledged 


s. 
4 The words in reference to the Pauline 
Epistles, which follow very shortly after 
those which have been quoted, perfectly 
illustrate the design of Eusebius as he ex- 
plains it: ‘The Epistles of Paul are obvious 
and clear, the fourteen. That however cer- 
‘tain have rejected that to the Hebrews, 
‘affirming that it was controverted (dyr- 
“Adyeo Oar) as not being Paul’s by the Roman 
ear! urch it is aot right to prick 
as opportunity offers (xara xatpor 
‘shall set forth what has been said about this 
‘[Epistle] by our predecessors.’ The Epistle 
to the Hebrews occupies just the same rela- 
tion to the other Epistles of St Paul as the 
Antilgomena generally to the Homolo- 
gumena ; and Eusebius proposes to collect 


cal evidence as to that only. 
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A few illustrations will make the method of Eusebius quite clear, and | Chap. ii. 


dispose of the improper deductions which have been made from his silence. 

CLEMENT. Eusebius notices (111. 38) that there are in the first Epistle 
of Gement verbal coincidences with the Epistle to the Hebrews (a disputed 
book) ; but he takes no notice of the reference by name to St Paul’s Dpistle 
is the Corinthians, and the certain coincidences with St James and Romans. 

IenaTius. He notices (11. 36) the strange (apocryphal) saying in ad 
Sayrn, iii.; but passes over the reference to St Paul, ad Ephes. xii. 

Porycarp. ‘Polycarp,’ he writes (Iv. 14), ‘has made use of some tes- 
*timonies from the former Epistle of Peter ;’ but he passes over the reference 
Wname to St Paul’s Epistle to the Philippians, and the certain coincidences 
with Galatians, &c. 

USTIN. He notices (Iv. 18) his explicit reference to the Afocalypse of 
& John, a controverted book. 

THEOPHILUS OF ANTIOCH. ‘He made use,’ he says (IV. 24), ‘of tes- 
*timonies from the A focalypse ;’ but he is silent as to his quotations by name 
G 22) from the Gospel of St Fohn. 

IngxAus. ‘[Irenxeus] mentions,’ so he writes (Vv. 26), ‘the Epistle to 
‘the Hebrews and the so-called Wisdom of Solomon, quoting phrases from 
“tem.” And again (v. 8) Eusebius quotes from Irenzus special details of 
ftecomposition of the four Gospels and the Apocalypse, and then adds: 
‘He has morever made mention of the first Epistle of Fohn, introducing 
‘many testimonies from it, and likewise of the former Epistle of Peter. And | 
‘he not only knows but receives the writing (ypag¢yv) of the Shepherd...and 
“he has used certain phrases from the Wisdom of Solomon...’ But Eusebius 
mays nothing of the countless references in Irenzus to all the acknowledged 

of the New Testament as aa ah and authoritative Scripture. 

CLEMENT OF ALEXANDRIA. Eusebius notices (VI. 13) that Clement 
: Wisdom of Solomon, Ecclesiasticus, the Epistle to the Hebrews, 

. , Clement, and Fude; but again says nothing of his countless 
Wlerences to the acknowledged books of the New Testament. 

OrIGEN. Eusebius quotes Origen’s detailed account of the books of 
the Old and New Testament (4. £. v1. 25); ea ier over all his cursory 
telerences to controverted as well as to acknowledged books. 

These examples will shew how utterly unjustifiable it is to conclude 
fem Eusebius’ notices of Papias and Hegesippus that they rejected or did 
bot use or were unacquainted with the acknowledged books of the New 
Fetament. Supernat. Rel. 11. 320 ff. The same mode of argument would 
Pe that Irenzeus (for example) knew nothing of St Paul’s Epistles: and 

the Cod. Alex. had lost a few more leaves, the silence of Clement of 
heme (as attested by Eusebius’ silence) would have been urged as a manifest 
wof that St Paul never wrote to the Corinthians. 

The fact is that except in the case of the Catholic Epistles Eusebius 
Bver notices the mere use of any of the acknowledged s. His silence 
tder this head shews only. that he had not observed in the particular 
titer under examination details of interest concerning them. 

This argument has been urged with overwhelming force by Bp. Lightfoot, 
&. 1875. pp. 169 ff. 
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CHAPTER III. 


THE EARLY VERSIONS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 


FAM totum Christi corpus loguitur omuium linguts: 
a@ guibus nondum loguitur loguctur. 


AUGUSTINUS. 


T is not easy to overrate the difficulties which besct 
any inquiry into the early Versions of the New Tes- 


beset the in- | ment. In addition to those which impede all critical 


ry in 
The earliest 
Version. 


investigations into the original Greek text, there are 
others in this case scarcely less serious, which arise from 
comparatively scanty materials and vague or conflicting 
traditions. There is little illustrative literature; or, if 
there be more, it is imperfectly known. There is no 
long line of Fathers to witness to the completion and 
the use of the translations. And though it be true that 
these hindrances are chiefly felt when the attempt is 
made to settle or interpret their text, they are no less 
real and perplexing when we seek only to investigate 
their origin and earliest form. Versions of Scripture 
appear to be in the first instance almost necessarily of 
gradual growth. Ideas of translation familiarized to us 
by long experience formed no part of the primitive 
system. The history of the Septuagint is a memorable 
example of what might be expected to be the history of 
Versions of the New Testament. And so far as there is 
any proof of unity in these which is wanting in that, we 
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are led to conclude that the Canon of the New Testa- 
ment was more definitely fixed, that the books of which 
itwas composed were more equally esteemed, than was 
the case with the Old Testament at the time when it was 
translated into Greek. 
Two Versions only claim to be noticed in this first 
Period—the original Versions of the East and West— 
the Peshito and Old Latin, which, though variously re- 
vised, remain after sixteen centuries the authorised litur- 
gical versions of the Syrian and Roman churches. At 
- present we have only to do with their extent: the peculi- 
. tities of text which they offer being considered only as 
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we mark of their date. And here some care must be | 


taken lest our reasoning form a circle. The Canon which 
the Peshito exhibits has been used to fix the time at 
Which it was made; and yet we shall quote the Peshito 
fo help us in determining the Canon. The text of the 
Qld Latin depends in many cases on individual quota- 
-Gons; and yet we shall use it as an independent au- 
‘thority. Nor is this without reason; for the age of the 
Peshito is indicated by numerous particulars, and if the 
exact form in which the Canon appears in it accords 
with what we learn from other fragmentary notices of 
the same date, the two lines of evidence mutually sup- 
port and strengthen each other. And soif there be any 
ground for believing that the earliest Latin Fathers em- 
ployed some particular Version of the books of the New 
Testament, then we may analyse their quotations, and 
mdeavour to determine how many books were included 
n the translation, and how far the whole translation 
ears the marks of one hand. There is nothing of direct 
emonstrative force in the conclusions thus obtained, 
ut they form part of a series, and give coherence and 
mnsistency to it. 


: 
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Chap. iii. | 
! § 1. Zhe Peshito’. 
The Peskito The Peshito*® or ‘simple’ Syriac, that is Aramzan, 
the vernacte Version is assigned almost universally to the most re- 


of Palestine | mote Christian antiquity. The Syriac Christians of 
stolic age. | Malabar even now claim for it the right to be considered 

as an Eastern original of the New Testament’; and 
though their tradition is wholly unsupported by external 
evidence, it is not to a certain extent destitute of all 
plausibility. There can be no doubt that the so-called 
Syro-Chaldaic (Aramzan) was the vernacular language 
of the Jews of Palestine in the time of our Lord, how- 
ever much it may have been superseded by Greek in the 
common business of life‘. It was in this dialect, the 
‘Hebrew’ of the New Testament’, that the Gospel of 
St Matthew was originally written, if we believe the 
unanimous testimony of the Fathers; and it is not un- 
natural to look to the Peshito as likely to contain some 
traces of its first form®. The early tradition which was 


1 The chief original authorities 
onthe Peshito which I have exam- 
ined are: M2. 71. Versiones Syriace. 
Simplex, Philoxeniana, e Hterosoly- 
mitana, denuo examinate ay. G. C. 
ADLER. Ha/fmia, MDCCLXXXIX. Ho- 
r@ Syriaca, auctore N. WISEMAN, 
S.T. D. Tom. 1. Roma, MDCCCXXVIII. 
J. WICHELHAUS, De N. 7. versione 
Syriacé quam Peschitho vocant Libri 
Iv. alts, 1850. 

2 This title seems to be best in- 
terpreted ‘simple,’ as implying the 
absence of any allegorical interpre- 
tations. Hug, /nfrod. § LXII. 

3 Etheridge’s Syrian Churches, pp. 
166 ff. 

* Wiseman, Hore Syriaca, pp. 69 


sqq- 
John v. 2; xix. 13, 17, 20; Xx. 
16. Acts xxi. 40; xxii. 2; XXxvi. 14. 


Cf. Apoc. ix. 11; xvi. 16. The word 
‘Hebrew’ is first applied to the 
language of the Old Testament in 
the Apoc: (Prof, Sir.). In 
tao it 1s used both of the true 
ebrew, and of the Aramzan. David- 
son, Biblical Criticism, 1. 9; Ethe- 
ridge, Hore Aramaica, p. 7. In 
the conclusion to the oe of Job in 
the LXX. ‘Syriac’ appears to td 
used for the true Hebrew. 
Roberts’ Dussertations on the Gos Ose 
pels (Ed. 2, London, 1863) contain 
much that is very valuable on the 
language of Palestine in the time of 
our Lord; but his arguments only 
shew that the country was bilingual. 
6 The history of this Syriac Ver- 
sion offers a remarkable parallel to 
that of the Latin, but with this 
difference, that of the Old Syriac one 
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‘was written in the same Aramaic language sprang, as 
it appears, from the knowledge that it was addressed to 
‘Hebrew’ speaking believers. And though little stress 
can be laid on such facts, they serve to shew how inti- 
mately the Peshito was connected with the wants of 
some among the early Christians of Palestine. 

The dialect of the Peshito, even as it stands now, re- 
presents in part at least that form of Aramaic which was 
turent in Palestine’. In this respect it is like the Latin 
Vulgate, which, though revised, is marked by the pro- 
vincialisms of Africa. Both versions appear to have had 
their origin in districts where their languages were spoken 
m impure dialects, and afterwards to have been cor- 
Reted, and brought nearer to the classical standard. In 
the absence of an adequate supply of critical materials it 
is impossible to construct the history of these recensions 
inthe Syriac; the analogy of the Latin is at present our 
ooly guide. But if a conjecture may be allowed, I think 
that the various facts of the case are adequately ex- 
plained by supposing that Versions of separate books of 
the New Testament were first made and used in Pales- 
tin, perhaps within the Apostolic age, and that shortly 


ect copy only, the Cure- 
ersion of the Gospels, has 
Stn preserved. But this is sufh- 
tent to shew that the Old Syriac 
ms related very nearly to the later 
vision of the Peshito, as the Old 
Latin was to the Hieronymian Latin. 
Thematerials are not perhaps yet suffi- 
tently extensive or trustworthy to fur- 
ith acomplete decision as to the re- 
ition in which the Old Syriac St Mat- 
lewstood to the original ‘ Hebrew ’ 
wspel (compare /#troduction to the 
dy of Gospels, ch. IV. 2. i.). Dr 
ureton has pointed out some facts 
ring upon the question in his Intro- 


= 
fia 


duction; but in the main it was cer- 
tainly translated from the Greek. 

1 Gregory Bar Hebrzus says that 
there were three dialects of Syriac 
(Arameean): the most elegant was 
that of Edessa: the most impure 
that current among the inhabitants 
of Palestine and Libanus. The Pe- 
shito was written in the latter (Wise- 
man, /.¢. p. 106), which seems tohave 
been specially marked by the occur- 
rence of Greek words. The occur- 
rence of Zatim words in the Peshito 
may be illustrated by examples from 
Syrian writers (Wiseman, /. ¢. p. 119, 
note). 


The Peshito 
compared 

with the Ve 
tus Latina. | 


Al conjecture 
as to tts 
origin. 
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afterwards these were collected, revised, and completed 
at Edessa’, 

Many circumstances combine to give support to this 
belief. The early condition of the Syrian Church, its 
wide extent and active vigour, lead us to expect that 8 
Version of the Holy Scriptures into the common dialect 
could not have been long deferred; and the existence 
an Aramaic Gospel was in itself likely to suggest the 
work *, Differences of style, no less than the very nature 
of the case, point to separate translations of different 
books; and at the same time a certain general uni- 
formity of character bespeaks some subsequent reve 
sion’. I have ventured-to specify the place at whic 
I believe that this revision was made‘, Whatever may. 
be thought of the alleged intercourse of Abgarus with, 
our Lord, Edessa itself is signalized in early church. 
history by many remarkable facts. It was called the: 


ee 


1 In the present section when 
speaking of the Peshito I mean the 
translation of the New Testament, 
unless it be otherwise expressed. 
At the same time it may be remark- 
ed that the Old Testament Peshito 
is probably the work of a Christian, 
and of the same date. Cf. Davidson, 
Biblical Criticism, 1. p. 247; Wichel- 
haus, p. 73- 

It is clear from the consideration 
of readings (¢.g. John v. 27 f.) that 
the éext of the Peshito underwent a 
decisive revision in the 4th century 
by comparison with the Antiochene 
Greek copies. 

4 The activity of thought in West- 
_ern Syria at an early period is most 
_remarkable. It was not only the 
source of ecclesiastical order, but 
also of Apocryphal books. As a 
compensation for the latter it pro- 
duced the first Christian Commen- 
taries, those of Theophilus and Se- 
rapion, Cf. Wichelhaus, p. §5. 


3 Hug, J/atroduction, § 66; Ethe 
ridge, Hore Aramaica, p. 52. Iti: 
but fair to say that the Synm- 
attributed the work to one tram. 
lator. 

The Gospels are probably the eat 
liest as they are the closest transley 
tion. 

The Acts are more loosely trate 
lated (Wichelhaus, p. 86) ; but it ® 
to be remembered that the text of 
the Acts presents more variationsthaa 
any part of the New Testament. _ 

The Epistle to the Hebrews 
probably the work of a 
translator. (Wichelhaus, pp. 86 ff): 

‘ That it was made at some 
out of the Roman Empire is 
in the translation of crparwras 
Romans in Acts xxiii. 23, 31. 
Acts xxviii, 1g: Appiss Fors] 
But this is not the case in the Gos 
pels, which, as | have conj 
were translated earlier, and in Pale 
tine. Cf. Wichelhaus, pp. 78 ff. 
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‘Holy’ and the ‘Blessed’ city’: its inhabitants were | ‘Pit. 


said to have been brought over by Thaddeus in a mar- 
villous manner to the Christian Faith; and ‘from that 
‘time forth,’ Eusebius adds’, ‘ the whole people of Edessa 
‘has continued to be devoted to the name of Christ 
‘(qj rod Xpeorod wpocavdxettas mpoonyopia), exhibiting | 
“no ordinary instance of the goodness of our Saviour.’ 
Inthe second century it became the centre of an impor- 
fant Christian school; and long afterwards retained its 
pre-eminence among the cities of its province. 


As might be expected tradition fixes on Edessa as | Sy: 
the place whence the Peshito took its rise. 
Hebreus*, one of the most learned and accurate of Sy- | Gregory 


fan writers, relates that the New Testament Peshito was | 
‘made in the time of Thaddeus and Abgarus King of | 
‘Edessa,’ when, according to the universal opinion of an- ; 
tent writers, the Apostle went to proclaim Christianity 


m Mesopotamia. This statement he repeats several | Jacob of 


‘times, and once on the authority of Jacob a deacon of 


.Edessa in the fifth century. 


He tells us moreover that 


Messengers were sent from Edessa to Palestine to trans- 
“late the Sacred Books;’ and though this statement re- 
fers especially to the Old Testament, it confirms what 
‘has been said of the Palestinian authorship of the Ver- | 


t * 
| Hora Syriaca, p. 101. 

* Euseb. //. E. il. 1. 

? The following testimonies from 

—inter suos ferme xpiricwra- 

fw—are given by Wiseman: Quod 
neo t ad hanc Syriacam [Ver- 
fionem V. Ti.] tres fuerunt sententiz; 
ima quod tempore Salomonts et //1- 
ws Regum conversa fuerit ; secunda 
jaod Asa sacerdos, quum ab Assyria 
bissus fuit Samariam, eum transtule- 
ks tertia tandem quod diebus Adz 
ipestoli et Adgari Regis Osrhoeni 
ssa fuerit, quando etiam Novum 


Testamentum eadem simplici forma 
traductum est. p. go. Cf. Adler, p. 42. 

Occidentales (Syri] duas habent 
versiones, Simplicem, quze ex Hebra- 
ico in Syriacum translata est post ad- 
ventum Domini Christi tempore Adz 
Apostoli, vel ut alii dicunt tempore 
Salomonis filii Davidis et //tram, et 
Figuratam...p. 94. 

Facobus Edessenus dicit interpretes 
illos qui missi sunt ab Adaz Apostolo 
et Abgaro Rege Osrhoeno in Palzsti- 
nam, quique verterunt Libros Sacros 


.-P. 103. 


Be onde 
Gregory Ba the origin of 
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sion. And it is worthy of notice that Gregory assumes 
the Apostolic origin of the New Testament Peshito as 
certain; for while he gives three hypotheses as to the 
date of the Old Testament Version he speaks of this as 
a known and acknowledged fact. 

No other direct historical evidence remains to deter- 
mine the date of the Peshito; and it is impossible to 
supply the deficiency by the help of quotations occur- 
ring in early Syriac writers. The only Syriac work of 
a very early date which has been as yet discovered is 
[Bardesanes’] Dialogue On Fate (or The Book of the Laws 
of Countries), of which Eusebius has preserved a con- 
siderable fragment in Greek". This contains no express 
quotation from Scripture, and the adaptation of Scrip- 
tural language in the course of the argument is so free 
that no conclusion can be drawn from the few coinci- 
dences which may be pointed out as to the existence of 
a Syriac Version in the time of the writer. On the other 
hand the general character of the work is such as not 
to admit of definite citations of Scripture, and thus the 
absence of explicit references to the books of the New 
Testament does not prove that they did not then exist 
in Syriac. Moreover it is known that books were soon 
translated from Syriac into Greek, and while such an 
intercourse existed it is scarcely possible to believe that 
the Scriptures themselves remained untranslated. The 
same conclusion follows from the controversial writings 
of Bardesanes, which necessarily imply the existence of 
a Syriac Version of the Bible*. Tertullian’s example 

1 The Syriac text with a transla- primum discipulus...vir erat littera- 
tion is given by Dr Cureton, in his rum gnarus, qui etiam ad Antoninum 
Spicilegium Syriacum, London, 1855. epistolam scribere ausus est, multos- 
‘The Greek fragment occurs in Euseb. que sermones contra Marcionitas at- 
Prep. Ev. v1. 10. On The Doctrine Me simulacrorum cultum composuit 


of Addai see note, p. 247: Moses Choren. ap. Wichelhaus, p. 
2 Bardesanes—Valentiniane sectze 57). Cf. Euseb. //. £. lv. 30. 
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may shew that he could hardly have refuted Marcion 
Without the constant use of Scripture. And more than 
this; Eusebius tells us that Hegesippus ‘made quota- 
‘tions from the Gospel according to the Hebrews and 
‘the Syriac and especially from [writings in?] the Hebrew 
‘language, shewing thereby that he was a Christian of 
‘Hebrew descent’ This testimony is valuable as coming 
fom the only early Greek writer likely to have been 
familiar with Syriac literature; and may we not sce 
in the two Gospels thus mentioned two recensions of 
S Matthew—the one disfigured by Apocryphal tra- 
‘ditions, and the other written in | the dialect of Eastern 
Sptia? 

Ephraem Syrus, himself a deacon of Edessa, treats 
te Version’ in such a manner as to prove that it was 
‘already old in the fourth century. He quotes it as a 
oe of established authority, calling it ‘Our Version:’ 

he speaks of the ‘Translator’ as one whose words were 
familiar? and though the dialects of the East are pro- 
yerbially. permanent, his explanations shew that its lan- 
Qtage even in his time had become partially obsolete’. 


| 1 Eoseb. H. E. 1v. 22: & re rod 
ff * BSpalous edaryeNou cal roo Zy- 
puced xal i3les dx 79s ‘ESpatdos da- 
riva rlOnow, éudalvwry ct ‘E- 
davriy wemicrevadvas (quoted 
Hug). 
" Hera Syriaca, pp. 116,117. 
_ 5 It does not seem that the differ- 
of the Edessene and Palestinian 
can account for the ob- 
parities which Ephraem seeks to re- 
sh The instances quoted by Dr 
Vieeman are in accordance with his 
den taken from the Old Testament; 
= the absence of all indications 
the contrary it seems fair to su tee 


see that his remarks apply equa 
ithe New Testament. Cf. Wich 
mS, p. 21. 

In reference to the phraseology of 
Cc. 


the Peshito it is worthy of remark that 
Episcopus is preserved in one place 
only, Acts xx. 28. Elsewhere it is 
kashisho (presbyter), except in 1 Pet. 
ii. 25. The name of aeacon is no- 
where retained. Wichelhaus, p. 89. 

The text of the Curetonian Gospels 
is in itself a sufficient proof of the ex- 
treme antiquity of the  vriac Version. 
This, as has been already remarked, 
offers a striking resemblance to that 
of the Old Latin, and cannot be later 
than the middle or close of the se- 
cond century. It would be difficult 
to point out a more interesting sub- 
ject for criticism than the respective 
relations of the Old Latin and Syriac 
- Versions tothe Latin and Syriac Vul- 
gates. But at present it is almost un- 
touched. 
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‘Chap. fii Another circumstance serves to exhibit the venerable 
rae rey, | age of this Version. It was universally received by the 
eum 2 | different sects into which the Syrian Church was divided 


in the fourth century, and so has continued current even 
to the present time. All the Syrian Christians’, whether 
belonging to the Nestorian, Jacobite, or Roman commu- 
nion, conspire to hold the Peshito authoritative, and to 
use it in their public services. It must consequently 
have been established by familiar use before the first 
heresies arose, or it could not have remained without 
a rival, Numerous versions or revisions of the New 
Testament were indeed made afterwards, for Syriac 
literature is peculiarly rich in this branch of theological 
criticism ; but no one ever supplanted the Peshito for 
ecclesiastical purposes*. Like the Latin Vulgate in the 





1 Hore Syriace, p. 108. 

2 Dr Wiseman enumerates twelve 
Versions of the Old Testament. The 
most important for the criticism of the 
New Testament are the Philoxenian, 
the Harclean, and the Palestinian. 

The Philoxenian derives its name 
from a bishop of Mabug or Hierapo- 
lis in Syria (A.D. 485—518), in whose 
time it was made by one Poly for 
the use of the Monophysites. Of this 
Version only fragments remain; and 
it is uncertain whether it included 
all the books of the New Testament. 
Adler, p. 48. Wiseman, p. 178, n. 
Adler supposes that an early Medi- 
ceo-Florentine Manuscript (A.D. 757) 
of the Gospels exhibits this recension, 
but he adds that it differs little from 
the Harclean. pp. 53—55. 

Thomas Harclensis, poor Thomas 
as he calls himself, a monk of Alex- 
andria in 616 A.D., revised the Phi- 
loxenian translation by the help of 
some Greek Manuscrip.s, and seems 
to have attempted for the Syriac Ver- 
sion what Origen accomplished for the 
Septuagint. TheOxford Manuscript 
of this Translation contains the sezen 


catholic Epistles, but omits the Apo- 


cal . Adler, pp. 49 sq. Comp. 
G. TT Bernstein, Me Chat blensi Ni. 
Tt. Translatione Syriaca Commenta- 
tio, Vratis]. 1837. 

The Palestinian Version exists in an 
Evangelistariam of proper lessons for 
the Sundays and Festivals of the year. 
It is remarkable that the pericope, 

ohn vii. 53— viii. 11, which is want- 
ing in the other Syriac versions, is 
contained in this in a form which 
agrees with the text of Cod. D. The 
dialect in which it is written is very 
similar to that of the Jerusalem Tal- 
mud: and thus Adler, who first accu- 
rately examined it, gave it the name 
of the Jerusalem Version. Adler, 
Pp- 140—145; 190, 191; 198—202. 
[This Version has been edited with a 
Latin translation by Con. F. Minis- 
calchi Erizzo, 1861—4.] 

In addition to these Versions there 
is the Karkaphensian recension of the 
Peshito made by an uncertain Jacob- 
ite author (Wiseman, p. 212), chiefly 
remarkable for the singular order in 
which the books are arranged. The 
New Testament Canon is the same 
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Western Church, the Peshito became in the East the | “> ii 


ixed and unalterable Rule of Scripture. 

The respect in which the Peshito was held was fur- 
ther shewn by the fact that it was taken as the basis of 
other Versions in the East. An Arabic and a Persian 
Version were made from it; but it is more important to 
fotice that at the beginning of the fifth century (before 
‘the Council of Ephesus A.D. 431) an Armenian Version 
ms commenced from the Syriac in the absence of Greek 
‘Manuscripts’. 

' These indications of the antiquity of the Peshito do 
‘fot indeed possess any conclusive authority, but they 
ralltend in the same direction, and there is nothing on 
“fhe other side to reverse or modify them. It is not im- 
fprbable that fresh discoveries may throw a clearer light 
@aearly Syriac literature; and that more copious critical 
rces may serve to determine the date of the Peshito 
tt philological grounds, But meanwhile there is no suf- 
tient reason to desert the opinion which has obtained 
sanction of the most competent scholars, that its 
tion is to be fixed within the first half of the 
d century. The text, even in its present revised 
exhibits remarkable agreement with the most 
t Greek Manuscripts and the earliest quotations. 
very obscurity which hangs over its origin is a proof 
its venerable age, because it shews that it grew up 
taneously among Christian congregations, and was 
pot the result of any public labour. Had it been a work 
W late date, of the third or fourth century, it is scarcely 














) that of the original Peshito, but come last (Wiseman, p. 217). This 
w Acts and three Catholic epistles recension has been accurately exam- 
as one book; the fourteen ined by Dr Wiseman, //. ce. 
pistles of St Paul follow next; and 1 See Dr Tregelles, in the Diction- 

# four Gospels in the usual order ary of the Bible, 8. v. Versions. 


R2 


confirmed 
by the text. 
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‘possible that its history should have been so uncertain 


as it is’. ie 

' The Version exists at present in two distinct classes 
of Manuscripts*. Some are written in the ancient Syrian 
letters, and others of Indian origin in the Nestorian cha 
racter. The latter are comparatively of recent date, but 
remarkable for the variations from the common text 
which they exhibit. ‘Still though these two families of 
Manuscripts represent different recensions they coincide 
as far as the Canon is concerned. Both omit the second 
and third Epistles of St John, the second Epistle of St 
Peter, the Epistle of St Jude, and the Apocalypse, but 
include all the other books as commonly received with: 
out any addition. This Canon seems to have ‘been 
generally maintained in the Syrian Churches, and in 
those which depended on their authority®. It is repro- 
duced in the Arabic Version of Erpenius, which was 
taken from the Peshito‘: Cosmas, an Egyptian traveller 


1 J. B. Branca (1781), from a desire 
to raise the Vulgate above all rivalry, 
endeavoured to prove that the Peshito 
was made as late as the fourth century. 
Dr Wiseman has fully refuted him, 

. 110 Sqq. 

2 Adler, p. 3. 

3 EPHRAEM SYRUS however, if we 
may trust his Greek works, admitted 
the seven Catholic Epistles and the 
Apocalypse: but in this he repre- 
sents the Greek rather than the Sy- 
rian Church. Compare Part III. 
Chap. 11. There is no trace of their 
reception by the Syrian Churches, or 
of their admission into Manuscripts 
of the Peshito till a very late date. 

The Syriac Manuscripts in the 
British Museum offer a very instruc- 
tive history of the Syrian Canon of 
the N. T. The earliest dated N. T. 
(Rich, 7157), A.D. 768, contains four 
Gospels, Acts, James, 1 Peter, 1 John, 
13 Epistles of St Paul, Epistle to 


the Hebrews. An earlier copy of the 
(5th or) 6th century gives the same 
books in a different order, Gospels, 
Epistles of St Paul, Acts, James, 
1 Peter, t John (Add. 14,470). The 
earliest Manuscript in which the dis- 

uted Epistles occur is dated A.D. 823 
tAdd. 14,623). In another Mant- 
script (Add. 14,473) the then gene- 
rally received Epistles were written 
in the sixth century, and the remain- 
ing four were added in the eleventh 
or twelfth. The Apocalypse (with 
a Commentary) is found in a Manu- 
script dated 1088. For these parti- 
culars I am indebted to the kindness 
of Dr W. Wright [now Professor of 
Arabic at Cambridge] of the British 
Museum. 

‘ Actus app. et epistulas Pauli, 
item Jacobi epistulam, priorem Petri 
et primam Iohannis, quemadmodum 
in ed. Erpeniana leguntur, e Syra 
Peschito fluxisse certum est. Reli- 


I.] THE PESHITO, 


of the sixth century, states that only three Catholic 
Epistles were received by the Syrians’. Junilius men- 
tions two Catholic Epistles as undoubted—1 John, 
I Peter—while the remaining five were received ‘ by very 
‘many”®” Dionysius Bar Salibi® in the twelfth century 
alludes to the absence of the second Epistle of St Peter 
from the ancient Syrian Version; Ebed-jesu* in the 
fourteenth century repeats the Canon of the Peshito; 
and the mutilation of the New Testament by the omis- 
sion of the disputed books was one of the charges 
brought against the Christians of St Thomas at the 
Synod of Diamper’. 

Such then is the Canon of the Syrian Churches*®. Its 
general agreement with our own is striking and import- 
ant; and its omissions admit of easy explanation. The 
purely historic evidence for the second Epistle of St 
Peter must always appear inconclusive ; for it does not 
seem to have been generally known before the end of 
the third century. The Apocalypse again rests chiefly 
on the authority of the Western Churches; and it is not 
surprising that the two shorter and private letters of 
St John should have been at first unknown in Mesopo- 
tamia. The omission of the Epistle of St Jude is per- 
haps more remarkable, when it is remembered that it 
was written in Palestine, and appears to be necessarily 
connected with that of St James. But these points will 


quos libros ibidem exhibitos, i.e.. apo- 
calypsin cum quattuor reliquis epp. 
cath. unde interpres hauserit, rion 
satis constat, sed videntur originem 
Coptam habuisse. Tischendorf, Pro- 
leg. N. T. ed. 7, p. CCXXXVII. 

1 Credner, Zur. Gesch. d. Kanons, 
p-10g,n. See below, Part 111..Chap. 


it. 
2 App. D. No. Iv. Credner, 4 ¢. 
+ Hh 1 § 64. 
= 4 App. D. No. VI. 


5 Adler, p. 3§. 

6 The order of the Books is the 
same as that in the best Greek Manu- 
scripts: The four Gospels—the Acts 
—the Catholic Epistles—the Epistles 
of St Paul. In the Karkaphensian 
recension, as we have seen, the order 
is in part inverted; and Jacob of 
Edessa follows the same arrange- 
ment, placing the Gospels last. 
Wichelhaus, p. 84. - 


1318 A.D. 


1599 A.D. : 


The relation 
of the Canon 
lo our own. 
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Chap. iii, / come under examination in another place. Meanwhile 
it is necessary to insist on the absence of all uncanonical 
books from this earliest Version. Many writings we 
know were current in the East under Apostolic titles, 
but no one received the sanction of the Church; and 
this fact alone is sufficient to shew that the Canon was 
not fixed without direct knowledge or careful criticism. 

The Peshito There is still another aspect in which the Peshito 

is hecartiest | claims our notice. Proceeding from a Church which in 
iues. | character and language seems to represent most truly 

; the Palestinian element of the Apostolic age, it witnesses 
to something more than the authenticity of the New 
Testament Scriptures. It-is in fact the earliest monu- 
ment of Catholic Christianity. Here for the first time 
we see the different forms of Apostolic teaching which 
still served as the watchwords of heresy recognised by 

2 Pet. iii 15. | the East as constituent parts of a common faith. The 
closing words of St Peter had witnessed to the same 
truth; and though the Syrian Churches refused to 
acknowledge the testimony, they confirmed its substance 
in this collection of their sacred books. The contest 
between the Jewish and Gentile Churches had passed 
away. The ‘enemy’ and ‘deceiver,’ as St Paul was still 
called by the Ebionites, is acknowledged in this first 
Christian Bible to have independent power and authority 
as an Apostle of Christ. Henceforth the great Father 
of the Western Church stands side by side with St 
James, St Peter, and St John, the Pillars of the Church 
of Jerusalem’. 

1 The Ancient Syriac Documents edited by Dr Cureton and Dr W. Wright 
(London, 1864) do not throw any new light upon the Syrian Canon. e 
writings themselves cannot maintain the daim to Apostolic antiquity which 
has been set up for some of them. In their present form they contain 
numerous anonymous references to the substance of the Gospels, includ- 


ing St John (xiv. 26, pp. 25, 36), and to the Epistle to the Romans (i. 25, 
P- 37; viii. 35, p. §43 td. 18, p. St); and perhaps to Apoc. xx. 12 (p. 9: 
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this is very doubtful). The strange passage (p. 56): ‘One of the Doctors 

* of the Church hath said: The scars indeed of my body—that I may come 

oe Paar inl raga from the dead :’ appears to be derived from Gal. vi. 17; 
iii. 11. 

Some Evangelic passages are given in what may be a traditional form. 
Thas we read (p. 20) that the Lord said: ‘Accept not anything from any 
‘man, and possess not anything in this world’ (cf. Matt. x. 7—10). And 
the account of the Descent of the Holy Spirit (p. 25) is full of interest when 
compared with Acts ii. 

One passage (p. 10) appears to preserve the addition in Luke xxiii. 48 
which is found in Syr. Cure. and some Latin copies. It may be observed 
also that a reference is found (p. 8) to the famous saying ‘ Prove yourselves 
‘tried money-c ers,’ on which Dr Cureton quotes from Lagarde’s Didasc. 
a (p. 42): ‘Be expert discerners (money-changers). It is requisite 
: fore that a bishop like a trier of silver should be a discerner of the 
‘ bad and the good.’ 

Among the ordinances attributed to the Apostles is one which probably 
formed the basis of the corresponding passages in the Apostolic Canons and 
Constitutions : tend & the Old Testament and the Prophets and the Gos- 
‘pel and the Acts of their own [the Apostles] triumph let not anything 
“be read in the pulpit of the Church’ (p. 27. Comp. p. 15). 

But this ordinance is afterwards modified by a remarkable paragraph 
in which a general review is given of the wiltipgs of the Apostles with 
the exception of St Paul (p. 32): ‘They again (the immediate successors 
‘of the Apostles) at their deaths committed and delivered to their disci 


' 
4 
1 
a 
1 
' 


ples | 
‘after them everything which they had received from the Apostles: also 


‘what James had written from Jerusalem, and Simon from the city of 
‘Rome, and John from Ephesus, and Mark from Macedonia, and Judas 
‘Thomas from India; .that the Epistles of an Apostle might be received 
“and read in the Churches in every poe as those Triumphs of their Acts 
‘which Luke wrote are read, that by this the Apostles might be known 
‘and the Prophets and the Old Testament and the New: that one truth 
‘was preached by them all, that one Spirit spake in them all from one 
* God, whom they had all worshipped and had all preached.’ The omission 
of St Paul is made the more remarkable by the fact that in the distribution 
of the various countries among the Apostles no land is assigned to St Paul 
(Rome, op and Sritain, are given to St Peter), though he is afterwards 
mentioned casually in the same paragraph (p. 35). 

The Doctrine of Addai, which has been published in a complete form by 
Dr Phillips (London, 1876) gives some further parallels with the N. T.: 
é.g. Pp. 4, John xx. 29; p. 79, John xvii. 4 f.3 p. 41, Matt. xviii. ro. 

- The direction as to the reading of Sacred writings in the Church appears 
in a somewhat different and fuller form: ‘But the Law and the Prophets 
‘and the Gospel, which ye read every day before the people, and the 
‘ Epistles of Paul, which Simon Peter sent us from the city of Rome, and 
‘the Acts of the twelve Apostles, which John the son of Zebedee sent 
‘us from Ephesus, these books read ye in the Church of God, and with 
“ these read not others...... ’ p- : 

The reference to Tatian's Diatiscorin which Dr Cureton detected by 
conjecture (p. 15) is now established beyond doubt (Phillips, p. 34 n.). 
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§ 2. Zhe Ola Latin Version’. 


At first it seems natural to look to Italy as the centre 
of the Latin literature of Christianity, and the original 
source of that Latin Version of the Holy Scriptures 
which in a later form has become identified with the 
Church of Rome. Yet however plausible such a belief 
may be, it finds no support in history. Rome itself un- 
der the emperors was well described as a ‘Greek city ;’ 
and Greek was its second language*. As far as we can 
learn, the mass of the poorer population—to which the 
great bulk of the early Christians everywhere belonged 
—was Greek either in descent or in speech, Among the 
names of the fifteen bishops of Rome up to the close of 
the second century, four only are Latin’; though in the 
next century the proportion is nearly reversed. When 
St Paul wrote to the Roman Church he wrote in Greek ; 
and in the long list of salutations to its members with 
which the epistle is concluded only four genuine Latin 
names occur. Shortly afterwards Clement wrote to the 
Corinthians in Greek in the name of the Church of 
Rome; and at a later date we find the Bishop of Corinth 
writing in Greek to Soter the ninth in succession from 
Clement. Justin, Hermas, and according to the com- 
mon opinion Tatian‘, published their Greek treatises at 


1 The best original investigation 
into the Old Latin Version is Wise- 
man’s Remarks on some parts of the 
controversy concerning 1 John v. 7, 
originally printed in the Catholic 
M ine, li., iii., 1832, f., and re- 
published at Rome, 1835. 

Lachmann has produced his argu- 
ments with some new illustrations : 
Nov. Test, 1. p. 1X. ff. Comp. Die- 
tionary of Bible, s.v. Vulgate: and 
especially Ziegler, Die Lat. Brbel- 


ubersetzungen vor Hieronymus, Miin- 
chen, 1879. 

2 Cf. Wiseman, III. pp. 366 f. 
Bunsen’s Hippolytus 11. 123 sqq. 

3 Bunsen /.c. says ‘two, Clement 
and Victor:’ but probably Sixtus 
(Xystus, Euseb. 1. Z. Iv. 43 cf. vii. 
5) and certainly Pius should be in- 
cluded inthe number, = | 

4 Otto, Proleg. p. xxxv. Lumper, 
Hist. Patrum, Wl. p. 321. 


a... 
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Rome. The Apologies to the Roman emperors were in 
Greek. Modestus, Caius, and Asterius Urbanus, bear 
Latin names, and yet their writings were Greek. Even 
further west Greek was the common language of Chris- 
tians. The churches of Vienne and Lyons used it in 
‘writing the history of their persecutions; and Irenzus, 
though ‘he lived among the Gauls,’ and confessed that 
he had grown unfamiliar with his native idiom, made it 
the vehicle of his Treatise against Heresies’. The first 
sermons which were preached at Rome were in Greek ; 
and to the present time the services of the Church of 
Rome bear clear traces that Greek was at first the 
Janguage of its Liturgy. 

Meanwhile however, though Greek continued to be 
the natural, if not the sole language of the Roman 
Church’, the seeds of Latin Christianity were rapidly 
developing in Africa. Nothing is known in detail of the 
origin of the African churches. The Donatists classed 
them among ‘those last which should be first ;’ and Au- 
gustine in his reply merely affirms that ‘some barbarian 
‘nations embraced Christianity after Africa; so that it is 
‘certain that Africa was not the last to believe*’ The 
concession implies that Africa was converted late, and 


after the Apostolic times: 


le. Har. 1. Pref. 3: odk éwity- 
rious 8¢ wap nay trav dy KeXrois 
StarpiBivrwy xal wepl BdpBapor &d- 
Aexrov Td TrELgTOY doxXoNoULEDWD... 

+ Jerome speaks of Tertullian as 
the first Latin writer after Victor and 
Apollunius. Victor was an African 
by birth, and yet he appears to have 
used Greek in the Paschal contro- 
versy. Polycrates at least addressed 
him in Greek: Euseb. H. £. v. 24. 
It is disputed whether Apollonius’ 
defence was in Greek or in Latin. 
If it were in Latin, as seems likely, 


the place of its delivery—the Senate 
; , aati 


Tertullian adds that it re- 
—sufficiently explains the fact. Cf. 
Lumper, Iv. 3. 

% Auzust.c. Donat. Epist.(de Unit. 
Lccles.] c. 37: De nobis inquiunt 
[Donatistze] dictum est Erunmt prims 
gui erant novissimi. Ad Africam 
enim Evangelium postmodum venjt; 
et ideo nusquam litterarum apostoli- 
carum scriptum est Africam credi- 
disse... Augustine answers:... non- 
null barbare nationes etiam post 
Africam crediderunt; unde certum sit 
Africam in ordine credendi non esse 
novissimam. 


. 
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ceived the Gospel from Rome. But the rapidity of the 
spread of Christianity in Africa compensated for the late- 
ness of its introduction. At the close of the second 
century Christians were found in every place and of 
every rank, They who were but of yesterday, Tertul- 
lian says’, already fill the Palace, the Senate, the Forum, 
and the Camp, and leave to the heathen their Temples 
only. To persecute the Christians was even then to 
decimate Carthage’. These fresh conquests of the Ro- 
man Church preserved their distinct nationality by the 
retention of their proper language. Carthage, the 
second Rome, escaped the Grecism of the first. In 
Africa Greek was no longer a current dialect. A pecu- 
liar form of Latin, vigorous, elastic, and copious, how- 
ever far removed from the grace and elegance of a 
classical standard, fitly expressed the spirit of Tertul- 
lian. But though we speak of Tertullian as the first 
Latin Father, it must be noticed that he speaks of Latin 
as the language of his Church, and that his writings 
abound with Latin quotations of Scripture. He in- 
herited an ecclesiastical dialect, if not an ecclesiastical 
literature. It is then to Africa that we must look for 
the first traces of the Latin ‘Peshito,’ the ‘simple’ Ver- 
sion of the West. And here a new difficulty arises, The 
Syrian Peshito has been preserved without any break in 
the succession in the keeping of the churches for whose 
use it was made. But no image of their former life, 
however faint, lingers at Carthage or Hippo. Nochurch 
of Northern Africa, however corrupt, remains to testify 
to its ancient Bible. The Version was revised by a 
foreign scholar, and adopted by a foreign church, until 
at last its independent existence in its original form has 


1 Apol, 1. 37+ C. 200 A.D. 3 Ad Scap. c. 5. 
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been questioned and even denied. Before any attempt 
is made to fix the date of its formation and the ex- 
tent of its Canon, it will be necessary to shew that we 
are dealing with a reality, and not with a mere creation 
of a critic’s fancy. 

The language of Tertullian if candidly examined is 
conclusive on the point. A few quotations will prove 
that he distinctly recognised a current Latin Version, 
marked by a peculiar character, and in some cases un- 
Satisfactory to one conversant with the original text. 

‘Reason,’ he says, ‘is called by the Greeks Logos, a 
‘word equivalent to Sermo in Latin. And so it is al- 
‘ready customary for our countrymen to say, through a 
‘rude and simple translation (per simplicitatem interpre- 
‘tationis), that the Word of Revelation (sermo) was in 
‘the beginning with God, while it is more correct to 
‘regard the rational Word (ratio) as antecedent to this, 
‘because God in the beginning was not manifested in 
‘intercourse with man (sermonales),.but existed in self- 
‘contemplation (ratzonalis)’’ From this it appears that 
the Latin translation of St John’s Gospel was already so 
generally circulated as to mould the popular dialect ; 
and invested with sufficient authority to support a ren- 
dering capable of improvement. If there had been many 


1 Adv. Prax. c. §: [Rationem] 
Greeci byor dicunt, quo vocabulo 
etiam Sermonem appellamus. Ideo- 
que pn in usu est nostrorum per 
simplicitatem interpretationis Sermo- 
sem dicere in primordio apud Deum 
futsse, cum magis Kationem competat 
antiquiorem haberi: quia non sermo- 
nalis a principio, sed rationalis Deus 
etiam ante principium, et quia ipse 
quoque Sermo ratione consistens pri- 
orem eam ut substantiam suam os- 
tendat; tamen et sic nihil interest. 
It will be noticed that Tertullian uses 


the word principinms (so Vulg.) and 
not primordium. He quotes the 
sage with that reading, so adv. Her- 
mog. 20; adv. Prax. 13, 21. This 
is another mark of the independence 
of the current translation. e ren- 
dering of Adyos by sermo occurs in 
Cyprian, 7estim, 11. 3; but I am not 
aware that it is found in any existing 
Manuscript. It certainly does not 
occur in any of the typical represen- 
tatives of the different classes of the 
Old Latin. 
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rival translations in use, it is scarcely probable that they 
would all have exhibited the same ‘rudeness of style;’ 
or that a writer like Tertullian would have apologized 
for an inaccuracy found in some one of them. 

Again, when arguing to prove that a second marriage 
is only allowed to a woman who had lost her first hus- 
band before her conversion to the Christian faith, inas- 
much as this second husband is indeed her first, he adds 
in reference to the passage of St Paul which he has 
quoted before: ‘We must know that the phrase in the 
‘original Greek is not the same as that which has 
‘gained currency [among us] through: a clever or simple 
‘perversion of two syllables: [f however her husband shall 
‘fall asleep, as if it were said of the future...?”. The con- 
nexion of this passage with the last is evident. An am- 
biguous translation had ‘passed into common use, and 
must therefore have been supported by some recognised 
claim. That this was grounded on the general reception 
of the version in which it was found is implied in the 
language of Tertullian. The ‘szmple rendering’ and the 
‘ simple perversion’ naturally refer to some literal Latin 
translation already circulated in Africa. 

It is then a fact beyond doubt that a Latin transla- 
tion of some of the books of the New Testament was 


1 Cor. vii. 39. 


This trans- 
lation in- 
cluded a 


1 De Monog. c. 11: Sciamus plane 
non sic esse in Grzco authentico, 
quomodo in usum exiit per duarum 
syllabarum aut callidam aut simpli- 
cem eversionem: si autem dormierit 
vir ejus, quasi de futuro sonet... The 
general meaning of Tertullian is clear, 
but it is difficult to see the force of 
his argument as applied to dormiéerit: 
that tense is commonly used to trans- 
late éa» with the aor. (yet comp. 
Tert. 11. 393, edamus, with Vulg. 
manducaverimus). Inan earlier part 
of the chapter he quotes: si autem 


mortuus fuerit. For xopnég A, al. 
read dro#dyy. Is it possible that the 
reading of F G (xexouun6y) is a con- 
fusion of xowunOy and xexoluyrac (cf. 
édy ofgauey 1 John v. 15, &c.), and 
that Tertullian read the latter? If 
so, the ‘eversio duarum syllabarum ' 
(dormiit, dormierit) would be intelli- 
gible; otherwise we must I think 
read dormict. The only variation 
which occurs in the Manuscripts is 
dormutionem acceperit. No authority 
which I have seen gives dormitt, 
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current in Africa in Tertullian’s time, and sufficiently 
authorized by popular use to form the theological dialect 
of the country. It appears from another passage that 
this translation embraced ‘a collection of the Christian 
Scriptures. ‘We lay down,’ he says, ‘in the first place 
‘that the Evangelical Instrument—[the collection of the 
‘authoritative documents of the Gospel]—rests on Apo- 
‘ stolic authority’ The very name by which the collec- 
tion was called witnessed to the ‘ simplicity’ of the ver- 
sion. ‘Marcion,’ Tertullian writes just before, ‘supposed 
‘that different gods were the authors of the two /nstru- 
‘ ments, or, as it is usual to speak, of the two Testaments*’ 
The word Testament (8:a0jxn) would naturally find a 
place in a ‘simple’ version; otherwise it is not easy to 
see how it could have supplanted the more usual term’*. 
Thus far then the evidence of Tertullian decidedly 
favours the belief that one Latin Version of the Holy 
Scriptures was popularly used in Africa. It has however 
been argued, from the language which Augustine uses 
about two centuries later with reference to the origin and 
multiplicity of the Latin Versions in his time, that this 
view of the unity and authority of the African Version is 
untenable. ‘Every one,’ he says, ‘in the first times of 
‘the faith who gained possession of a Greek manuscript 
‘and fancied that he had any little acquaintance with 
‘both Greek and Latin ventured to translate it*” On 


1 Adv. Marc. 1V. 2. Instrumenta litis—Instrumentumim- 
3 Adv. Marc. Vv. 1: ...duos deos perit (Suet. Vesp. 8)—Jnstrumenti 
dividens, proinde diversos, alterum pscdlict auctoritas (Suet. Ca/. 8). It 
alterius sastrumenti, vel, quod magis is a favourite word with Tertullian: 
usui est dicere, /estamentt.. A fol. 1. 18, Instrumentum Iitteratu- 
3 The phrase Vovum Testamentum ra s adv. Marc. V. 2, Instrumentum 
was both of the Christian dis- actorum; de Resurrec. Carnts, 39, 
pensation and of the records of it: Apostolus per fotum fene instrumen- 
ady. Marc. \V. 22; adv. Prax. 31. tum; de Spectac. 5, Instrumenta «th- 
Instrumentum is used in late Latin nicarum litterarum. 


of public or official documents: «.g. © 4 De Doctr. Christ. vi. 16 (i.\. 
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such a question the general statement of Augustine is 
of little weight. It is not unlikely that he is simply 
giving what seemed to him to be the most natural ex- 
planation of the multiplicity of existing copies. More- 
over the alterations by revisers would cover the kind of 
changes to which he refers’. But even if we admit that 
the first version included the work of different transla- 
tors, yet the analogy of later times is sufficient to prove 
that the freedom of individual translation must have 
been soon limited by ecclesiastical use. The translations 
of separate books would be combined into a volume. 
Some recension of the popular text would be adopted in 
the public services of each Church, and this would na- 
turally become the standard text of the district over 
which its influence extended’. Even if it be proved that 
new Latin Versions® agreeing more or less exactly with 
the African Version were made in Italy, Spain, and 
Gaul, as the congregations of Latin Christians increased 
in number and importance, that fact proves nothing 
against the existence of an African original. For if we 
call all these various Versions ‘new,’ we must limit the 
force of the word to a fresh revision and not to an inde- 
pendent translation of the whole. There is not the 


Ut enim cuique primis fidei tempo- 
ribus in manus venit codex grecus, 
et aliquantulum facultatis sibi utrius- 
que linguz habere videbatur, ausus 
est interpretari. This can only refer, 
I believe, to translation, and not to 
the interpolation of a translation 
already made. Lachmann’s explan- 
ation of the passage (Pref. p. XIV.) is 
quite arbitrary, if I understand him. 
The Old Version arose out of private 
efforts, and was afterwards corrupted 
by private interpolations; but the 
two facts are to be kept distinct. 

1 Comp. Ketract. 1. 21. 3. His 
own study of the Bible was in an 
Italian and not in an African text. 


Comp. Ziegler, a.a. O. §09. 

; There ts a clear ace of such an 
ecclesiastical recension in Aug. a 
Cons. Evv. 11. 128 (LXv1.): Non au- 
tem ita se habet vel quod Joannes 
interponit, vel codices LEcclestastict 
interpretationis usitate. He is speak- 
ing of the quotation (Zech. ix. 9) in 
Matt. xxi. 7, compared with John 
Xli. 14, 38. 

3 The history of the English Ver- 
sions may offer a parallel. The Ver- 
sion of Tyndale is related to those 
that followed it in the same way per- 
haps as the Vetus Latina to such re- 
censions (or ‘new Versions,’ as they 
may be called) as the Itala. 
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slightest trace of the existence of independent Latin Ver- 
sions; and the statements of Augustine are fully satisfied 
by supposing a series of ecclesiastical recensions of one 
fundamental text, which were in turn reproduced with 
variations and corrections in private Manuscripts. In 
this way there might well be said to be an ‘infinite variety 
‘of Latin interpreters’, while a particular recension like 
the ‘Itala’ could be selected for general commendation’. 

The outline which I have roughly drawn is fully 
justified by the documents which exhibit the various 
forms of the Latin Version before the time of Jerome. 
They are all united by a certain generic character, and 
again subdivided by specific differences, which will be 
capable I believe of clear and accurate distinction as 
soon as the quotations of the early Latin Fathers shall 
have been carefully collated with existing Manuscripts’. 
The writings of Tertullian offer the true starting-point in 
the history of the Old Latin Text*. His manner of cita- 


1 Aug. de Doctr. Christ. 11. 16 (X1.). 
This was no less true of the Old 
than of the New Testament. Cf. 
Pa 2 Epp. UXXi. 6 (I1V.); LXXXII. 
35, v 


). 

Aug. de Doctr. Christ. 11. 22 
(xv.): In ipsis autem interpretatio- 
nibus Itala czeteris preferatur; nam 
est verborum tenacior cum perspicui- 
tate sententiz. The last clause pro- 
bably points to the character by 
which the /ta/a was distinguished 
from the Africana. If, as I believe, 
Tertullian’s quotations exhibit the 
earliest form of the latter, ‘clearness 
of expression’ was certainly not one 
of its merits. The connexion of Au- 
gustine with Ambrose naturally ex- 

lains his preference for the /fa/a. 

or the specific sense of Jfala as 
equivalent geographically to Lango- 
hardica, see an interesting essay by 
cae J. Kenrick, Zheol. Rev. July, 
1974. | 


3 A rough classification of Manu- 
scripts is given in the Dictionary of 
the Bible, s. v. Vulgate. 

* It will be evident I think that 
Tertullian has preserved the original 
text of the African version from a 
comparison of his readings in the 


following es, taken from two 
books only, with those of the other | 
authorities : 





Acts ili. 19g—21; de Resurr. Carn. | 
23 (IV. p. 255). 

— xiii. 46; de Fuga, 6 (III. p. 
183). 

— xv. 28; de Pudic. 12 (IV. p. | 


394). 

Rom. v. 3, 43 ¢. Gaost. 13 (Il. p 
383). 

—vi. 1—13; de Pudic. 17 (Iv. 
pe 414). 

— vl. 20—23; de Resurr. Carn. 


47 (Ill. p. 303). 
— vii. say ds Monog. 13 (Ul. 
p- 163). 


His evidence 
vmod 
é iJ fe 
ts, 
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tion is often loose, and he frequently exhibits v; 
renderings of the same text, but even in such case: 
not difficult to determine the reading which he fou 
the current Version from that which he was hims 
clined to substitute for it’. | 

We have no means of tracing the history o 
Version before the time of Tertullian; but its pre 
existence is attested by other contemporary evic 
The Latin translation of Irenzeus was probably k 
to Tertullian*; and the Scriptural quotations 1 
occur in it were evidently taken from some fo 
source, and not rendered by the translator*, Tha 
source was no other than a recension of the Vetu 
tina appears from the coincidence of readings wh 


— villi. 35—39; ¢ Gost. 13 (Il. sao(40.). 
Pp: 383)- — — 25: ecce virgo co 
— xi. 33; adv. Hermog. 45 (Il. (so a bc) in utero et 
p- 141). , filium (111. 381) cujus ¢ 
“—xil 13 de Resurr. Carn. 47 bitur (Iren. 452 vocabu: 
(111. p. 306). men Emmanuel...(t1. 2 


— xii. 10; adv. Afarc. V. 14 (1. Rom. i. 8: gratias agit D 


P> 439). dominum nostrism (om.' 
The remarkable readings in the Christum (11. 261). 
other books are equally striking. — — 16, 17: non enim | 
The Version which Tertullian used det Evangelsi (ersebesco 
was marked by the use of Greek — gelium...Judeo (om. p 
words, as machera (adv. Marc. iv. with BG, al.) et Greece 
29; ¢. Gnost. 13); sophia (adv. Her- justitia (justitia enim 
mog. 45); choicus (de Resurr. Carn. 431). 
49). Some peculiar words are of — — 18: om. omnem, 
frequent occurrence, ¢.g. “ingo (Bax- . (2. ¢.). 
riiw)—delinguentia (duapria). — — 20: invisibilia eni 
1 As a specimen of the text which (tpstus) a conditione (cr 
Tertullian’s quotations exhibit I have mundi de facttlamentts 
given his various readings in two qua facta sunt) in 
chapters. The references are to the visuntur (conspictunts 
marginal pages of Semler’s edition. 250). Cf. I. rar: 
Matt. i. 1: gentture (111. 392) for bilia ejus ab tssstitatzos 
generationts, di factis ejus (so Hil 
— — 16: generavit (genuit) Jo- - spiciuntur. 


seph virum Marie, ex (de) 7 Cf. Grabe, Proleg. ad /; 

qua nascitur (natus est) Chris- 3 (11. p. 36, ed. Stieren). 

tus (111. 387). 3 Cf. Lachmann, V. 7. ] 
— — 20: mam quod (quod enim) x. f. 
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©xhibits with the most trustworthy Manuscripts of the | Chap. ili. 
Version’. In other words the Vetus Latina is recog- 
nised in the first Latin literature of the Church: it can 
be traced back as far as the earliest records of Latin 
Christianity, and every circumstance connected with it 
indicates the most remote antiquity. But in the absence 
of further evidence we cannot attempt to fix more than 
the inferior limit of its date; and even that cannot be . 
done with certainty, owing to the doubtful chronology of | 
Tertullian’s life. Briefly however the case may be stated | 
thus. Ifthe Version was, as has been seen, generally in ! 
use in Africa in his time, and had been in circulation - 
sufficiently long to stereotype the meaning of particular 
phrases, we cannot allow less than twenty years for its | 
publication and spread: and if we take into account its 
extension into Gaul and its reception there, that period | 
will seem too short. Now the beginning of Tertullian’s - odio 
literary activity cannot be placed later than c. 190 A.D., | date. 

and we shall thus obtain the date 170 A.D. as that ae 


le 


1 The relation of the text of Ter- aream suam, Tert. 11. 4. Cf. | 
tullian’s quotations to that of the III. 172, 
Latin Translation of Irenzeus is very Matt. iv. 3. Si és es filius Dei, 
interesting, as may be seen from the Iren. 576. Tert. I. 189. 
following examples. The variations (As Vulg. Iren. 774; Tert. 
from the Vulgate (V) (Lachmann) Il. 199.) 
are given in Italics: — — 4. Non in pane fantum 
Matt. i. 1. Generationis, Iren. 471, (c. a vivil, Iren. 774; Non 
05 (ed. Stieren): Geniture, in solo pane (so a; tr. V.) 
ert. vivit, Tert. Il. 313. 
— — 20. Quod enim hadet in — — 6. Iren. 775; Si fu es 
utero (ventre), Iren. £05, 638: filius Dei, dejwe fe hinc: 
Quod in ea natum est, Tert. Scriptum est enim quod man- 
— iii 7, 8 Cf. Luke ii. 7: davit angelis suis (tr.) ssfer 
Progenies— fructum, __Iren. te, wf te manibus suis fo//ant, 
457: Genimina —— fructum necubt ad lapidem pedem 
(fructus, IV. 393), Tert. II. 95. tuum offendas (tr.), Tert. 1. 
—— 112. Palam habens in 189. 


manu ejus ad emundandam Tertullian and the Translator of 
aream suam, Iren. 569: /a- Irenzus represent respectively, I be- 
lam (al. ventilabrum) in_ lieve, the original African and Gallic 
manu fportat ad purgandam recensions of the Vetus Latina. 


CG. S 
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Chap. i [fore which the Version must have been made. How 
| much more ancient it really is cannot yet be discovered. 
| Not only is the character of the Version itself a proof of 

its extreme age; but the mutual relations of different 
| parts of it shew that it was made originally by dif- 
| ferent hands; and if so, it is natural to conjecture that 
it was coeval with the introduction of Christianity into 
Africa, and the result of the spontaneous efforts of A fri- 
can Christians. ) 

The Canon The Canon of the Old Latin Version coincided I be- 


Latina cin, | lieve exactly with that of the Muratorian fragment. It 


tit of the contained the Four Gospels, the Acts, thirteen Epistles 
Fragment. | of St Paul, the three Catholic Epistles of St John, the 
first Epistle of St Peter, the Epistle of St Jude, and the 
Apocalypse. To these the Epistle to the Hebrews was 
, added subsequently, but before the time of Tertullian, 
and without the authors name. There is no external 
evidence to shew that the Epistle of St James or the 
second Epistle of St Peter was included in the Vetus 
Latina. The earliest Latin testimonies to both of them, 
so far as I am aware, are those of Hilary, Jerome, and 
Rufinus in his Latin Version of Origen’. 
Tee Meee: The Manuscripts in which the Old Latin Version is 
the Version | found are few, but some of them are of great antiquity. 
the Gospels, | In the Gospels Lachmann madc use of four, of which 
one belongs to the fourth, and another to the fourth or 
fifth century*, To these Tischendorf has since added 
| several others more or less perfect, ranging in date from 
the fifth to the eleventh century; and our own Libraries 





1 It is impossible to lay any stress in a Latin Version. 
, on the passage in Firmilian, ap. Cypr. * I have given a full list of these 
£p. UXXV. Even if Irenseus himself Manuscripts in the Dictionary of the 
wis acquainted with the Epistle of idle, s.v. Vulgate. A more complete 
; St James (¢. Her. v. 1. 1), no ar- list with the addition of recently dis- 
" gument can be built on the reference covered authorities is given by Zieg- 
j to prove the existence of the Epistle ler, a.a.0. 107 
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contain several other copies of great interest. The ver- 
sion of the Acts in addition to two (or three) frag- 
mentary authorities, is contained in three Manuscripts 
of the sixth and eighth centuries, which however clearly 
represent originals of much earlier date. The Pauline 
Epistles are represented by several Manuscripts of the 
sixth and ninth centuries: but there is no Manuscript 
which gives the original form of the text of the Catholic 
Epistles. The Codex Beze has alone preserved a frag- 
ment of the third Epistle of St John, which is found 
immediately before the Acts; and as it is expressly 
stated that the Acts follows, it appears that the Epistle 
of St Jude was either omitted or transposed. Two other 
early Manuscripts which contain respectively the Epistle 
of St James and fragments of the Epistle of St James and 
of the first Epistle of St Peter, give the text of the Italian 
recension and not of the Vetus Latina, There is no ante- 
Hieronymian Manuscript of the second Epistle of St 
Peter, of the Epistle of St Jude, or of the Apocalypse’. 
The evidence of Tertullian as to the Old Latin 
Canon may be taken to complete that which is derived 
directly from Manuscripts. His language leaves little 
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Chap. iii. | 
the Acta, 


the Epistles 
of St Paul, 
and 


the Catholic 
Epistles, 


The evidence 


st Jude, 


doubt as to the position which the Epistle of St Jude | St Jud 


and that to the Hebrews occupied in the African Church. 
The former he assigns directly to the Apostle Jude; and 
if so, its canonicity in the strictest sense was assured ’*. 
And since the reference is made without any limitation 
or expression of doubt, since it is indeed made in order 
to prove the authority of the Book of Enoch, as if the 
quotation by St Jude were decisive, it may be assumed 
that Tertullian found the book in the ‘New Testament’ 
of his Church. | 


Fournal of Philology, 1872, and 2 Tertull. de Cult. Fom. c. 4. 


1 Yet compare A. A. VanSittart, Ziegler, s. 111. n. 7. \ 
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On the other hand his single direct reference to the 





Chap. | ili, 
the Epistle 


to the 
Hebrews, 










Epistle to the Hebrews leads to the opposite conclusion, 
After appealing to the testimony of the Apostles a 
| Support of his Montanist views of Christian discipline 
‘and bringing forward passages from most of the Epis 
, of St Paul and from the Apocalypse and first Epistle of of 
| St John, he says’, ‘The discipline of the Apostles 
| ‘thus clear and decisive. ... 1 wish however, though it be 
‘superfluous, to bring forward also the testimony of 
‘companion of the Apostles, well fitted to confirm th 
‘discipline of his teachers on the point before us. Foe 
‘there is extant an Epistle to the Hebrews which bearg 
‘the name of Barnabas. The writer has consequently 
‘adequate authority, as being one whom St Paul place 
‘beside himself in the point of continence; and certainly 
‘the Epistle of Barnabas is more commonly : 
‘among the Churches than the Apocryphal Shepher 
‘of adulterers.’ He then quotes with very remarkaby 
various readings* Hebr. vi. 4—8, and concludes by say 
ing: ‘One who had learnt from the Apostles, and hi 





1 Cor, ix. 6. 


1 Tertull. de Pudic. c. 20. See Part 
1. Chap. 11. for the original, and 


p- 261. 
- 2 Tertull. 1c.: Impossibile est 


herbam affam his sand quet f 
colitur (V. generans h. ¢ . 
sllis a gutbus Cc.) benedictioness 

consequitur (V. accipit b. a deo}; 
ferens autem spinas (V.+a¢ it 






enim eos qui semel illuminati sunt 
(V. ¢.) ef donum cceleste gustave- 
runt (V. fr. gustav. etiam d.c), et 
partictpaverunt spiritum sanctum (V. 
| participes sunt facti sp. s.), e¢ verbum 
: dei dulce gustaverunt (V. ¢. gustav. 
nihilominus bonum d. v.), occidente 
jam avo cum exciderint (V. virtutes- 
que saculi venturi et prolapst sunt) 
rursus revocart im poenitentiam (V. 
renovari r. ad pern.), refgentes cruci 
(V. rursum cruci figentes) i” semet- 
tpsos (V. stbimet ipsis) filium dei et 
dedecorantes (V. ostentut habentes). 
Terra enim gua bibit sepius deveni- 
entem i se oe umorem (V. sape ven. 


super se bibens imbrem) et peperit 







i gh (V. + est) et male 
posnasadae abel cujus farts 

exustionem (V. c. consummate © 

combustionem). . 

The number and character of & 
various readings perhaps justify ¢ 
belief that the jrandlation given 
made by Tertullian himself. 
certainly independent of that pr 
served in the Vulgate and that 
the Claromontane Manuscript. 

It may be added that the que 
tions from the Epistle in scree one 
Latin Version of Origen’s 
on Isaiah, e.g. Home. vii. 1, aret 
remarkable. 
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‘taught with the Apostles, knew this, that a second 
‘repentance was never promised by the Apostles to an 
‘adulterer or fornicator.’ If the Epistle had formed part 
of the African Canon, it is impossible that Tertullian 
should have spoken thus: for the passage bore more 
directly on his argument than any other, and yet he in- | 
troduces it only as a secondary testimony. The book | 
was certainly received with respect; but still it could 
be compared with the Shepherd, which at least made no 
claim to Apostolicity. And it is by this mark that Ter- 
tullian distinguishes between the Epistle of St Jude and 
the Epistle [of Barnabas] to the Hebrews. The one 
was stamped with the mark of the Apostle: the other 
was neither that, nor yet supported by direct Apostolic 
sanction. 

Tertullian quotes the Apocalypse very frequently, yecdery 
and ascribes it positively to St John, though he notices oe 
the objections of Marcion. The text of his quotations 
exhibits a general agreement with that of the Vulgate ; 
and it is evident that the version of which he made use 
was not essentially different from that current in later 
times’. There is then every reason to believe that when 
he wrote, the book was generally circulated in Africa ; 
and as the translation then received retained its hold on 
the Church, it is probable that it was supported by eccle- 


Chap. iii. 





nominefornicationis. Ecce 
dabo eam in lectum, et 
mochos ejus cum ipsa in 
maximam pressuram, nisi 


1 The following are some of the 
most important various readings : 

Apoc. i. 6: Regnum quoque nos et 

sacerdotes... de LExhort. 


Cast. c. 7- 


li. 20—23; Jezebel que se 


propheten dicit et docet 
atque seductt servos meos 

fornicandum et eden- 
dum de idolothytis. Et 
largitus sum ili spatium 
femporis ut poenitentiam 
snirct, nec vult cam intre 


poenitentiam egerint ofe- 
rum ejus. de Pudte. c. 19. 


Apoc. vii. 14: Hi sunt qui veni- 


unt ex sla pressura mag- 
na, et laverunt vestimen- 


lum suum et candidave- ' 


| 


runt ipsum in sanguine 
agni. ¢. Gnost.c. 12. 


‘ 
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Chap. iii. 


AP siastical use. In other words everything tends to shew 
that the Apocalypse was acknowledged in Africa from 
the earliest times as Canonical Scripture. 

The general In two of his treatises Tertullian appears to give a 
the New general summary of the contents of the Latin New Tes- 
according to | tament of his time’. In one’ after quoting passages 


from the Old Testament he continues: ‘This is enough 
‘from the Prophetic Instrument: I appeal now to the 
‘Gospels’ Passages from St Matthew, St Luke, and 
St John follow in order. Afterwards comes a reference 
to the Apocalypse as. contained in the /nstrument of 
Fohn ; and then a general reference to the Apostolic In- 
trument®, The first quotations under this head are 
from the Acts, and then from most of the Epistles in 
the Jnstrument [of Paul}. The omission of St Mark's 
Gospel shews that the enumeration is not complete ; but 
the broad distinction of the different /zstrumenis points 
to the existence of distinct groups of books, which may 
have been separately circulated. In another treatise, 
probably of a somewhat earlier date‘, Tertullian ob- 
serves a similar arrangement. First he quotes the 
Gospels, or rather as he calls it ‘the Gospel ;’ and then 
appeals to the Apostolic Instrument in which again he 
| includes the Acts and the Epistles of St Paul. After- 

i wards ‘not to dwell always on Paul’ he notices the 

Apocalypse and first Epistle of St John, and speaks of 
1 Johny. 16.) a passage from the last chapter as ‘the close of his 
‘writing.’ And then it is, when he has noticed the ‘dis- 


1 This was first pointed out by °c. 39: Resurrectionem Aposto- 
Credner and Volkmar: Credner, lica quoque Instrumenta testantur... 
Geschichte d..N. T. Kanon, pp.171ff.; Tune et Apostolus [Paulus] per to- 
364 ff. Comp. Roensch, Das V. 7. tum pene Instruamentum fidem hujus 
Tertullian’s, 47 ff.,316ff.,528ff.,555ff. spei corroborare curavit. c. 40: Nihil 

3 De Resurr. Carn. cc. 33, 38, 39, autem mirum si et ex ipsius [Pauli] 
40. This treatise was written c. Instrumento captentur argumenta... 

| A.D. 207—10. * De Pudicitia, cc. 6, 12, 19. 
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tcipline of the Apostles,’ that he adds as aE were over 
and above ‘a testimony of a companion of the Apostles’ 
taken from ‘the Epistle of Barnabas to the Hebrews’.’ 
The absence of all mention of the first Epistle of St 
Peter is remarkable; and it has been supposed with 
some probability that he was not acquainted with it till 
the close of his life, and then only from the Greek. 
Internal evidence is not wanting to confirm the con- 
¢lusions drawn from other sources. The pcculiarities of 
language in different parts of the Vulgate offer a most 
interesting field for inquiry. Jerome’s revision may have 
done something to assimilate the style of the whole, yet ; 
sufficient traces of the original text remain to distinguish 
the hand of various translators. Indeed in the Epistles | 
Jerome’s work seems to have been most perfunctory, 
aad to have consisted in little more than thc selection ! 
and partial revision of some one copy. But however 
tempting it might be to prosecute the inquiry at length, 
it would be superfluous at present to do morc than point 
eut how far it bears on those books which we suppose 
mot to have formed part of the original African Canon’. 
The second Epistle of St Peter offers the best oppor- 
tunity for testing the worth of the investigation. If we 
Suppose that it was at once received into the Canon like 
the first Epistle’, it would in all probability have been 


 ¢. 20: Disciplina igitur Aposto- 
proprie quidem instruit... Volo 
temen ex redundantia alicujus etiam 
Comitis Apostolorum testimonium su- 


Perducere... Comp. Pt. 11. ch. 11. 
tad p. 246 f. 
a FE P. Dutripon’s Concordantia 


RiWiierume Sacrorum Vulgate Editio- 
ws, Parisiis, MDCCCLIII. (the dates on 
he title vary) appears to be com- 
lete and satis ry so far as the 

ixtine text is concerned, but it is 
possible not to regret the absence 


of all reference to important various 
readings. 
3 It must however be noticed that 


| 
| 


the actual traces of the early use of | 


1 Peter in the Latin Churches are 
very scanty. There is not the least 
evidence to shew that its authority | 


1 
| 


was ever disputed, but on the other | 


hand it does not seem to have been 


much read. The Epistle is not men- ! 


tioned in the Muratorian Canon, 
though no stress can be laid upon 
that fact. 


It is more strange that \ 
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generally. 
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translated by the same person, as seems to have been 
the case with the Gospel of St Luke and the Acts, 
though their connexion is less obvious ; and while every 
allowance is made for the difference in style in the ori- 
ginal Epistles, we must look for the same rendering of 
the same phrases. But when on the contrary it appears 
that the Latin text of the Epistle not only exhibits con- 
stant and remarkable differences from the text of other 
parts of the Vulgate, but also differs from the first 
Epistle in the rendering of words common to both: 
when it further appears that it differs no less clearly 
from the Epistle of St Jude (which was received in the 
African Church) in those parts which are almost iden- 
tical in the Greek: then the supposition that it was 
admitted into the Canon at the same time with them 


becomes at once unnatural’. 


Tertullian quotes it only twice, and 
that too in writings which are more 
or less open to suspicion. In the 
treatise c. Gnosticos the references 
are long and explicit: c. 12: Cui po- 
tius [Christus] hguram vocis suze de- 
clarasset quam cui effigiem glorize 
suz mutavit, Petro, Jacobo, Johanni, 
et postea Paulo?...Petrus quidem ad 
Ponticos guanta enim inquit gloria, 
&c. 1 Peter ii. 20, 213 et rursus: 
1 Peter iv. 12—16. Similarly there 
is a possible but tacit reference to 
1 Peter ii. 22 ine. Fudcos 10. The 
supposed referencein de Exhort. Cast. 
r will not hold; and that in adv. 
Marc. 1v. 13 is most doubtful. The 
Epistle is constantly quoted by Cy- 
prian, and under the title ad Ponti- 
cosin Testim. 111. 36; and all the Ca- 
tholic Epistles are contained in the 
Claromontane Stichometry. See App. 
D. No. Xvi. 

1 The following examples will con- 
firm the statements made in the text: 


I. Differences from the general 
renderings of the Vulgate: 


It is indeed possible that 


xowwrbs, tconsors (i. 4) éyxpd- 
rea, tabstinentia (i. 6); reor- 
dfev, superare (i. 8); dpyéds, 
vacuus (%d.)3; owovéatey, sata- 
gere (i. 10; iil. 14; i. 15, dare 
opcram); mwapovola, presentia 
[of Christ] (i. 16); ésrlyrwors, 
cognitio (i. 2, 3, 8; ii. 20; cf. 
Rom. iii. 20?); dpxatos, thorz- 
ginalss (ii. 5). 

II. Differences from the render- 

ings in 1 Peter: 

rAnbiver Bat, adimpleri (i. 2); mul- 
tiphicari (1 Pet. i. 2). 

éxiOupla, concupiscentia (i. 43 ii. 
10; lil, 3); aesiderium (1 Pet. 
i. 143 li. 113 iv. 2, 3); so also 
2 Pet. ii. 18. 

Typev, reservare (ii. 4, 9, 173 iii. 
7); conservare (1 Pet. i. 4). 

III. Differences from the trans- 
lation of St Jude: 

Gdoyos, thinrationabilis (ii. 12); 
mutus (Jude 10). 

annie perire (id.); corrumpi 

(id.). 
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\pistles may have been received’ at the same| Chap tii 

yet have found different translators. The 

St Jude and the second Epistle of St Peter 

been translated independently, and yet both 

admitted together into the Canon. But when 

of Tertullian is viewed in connexion with the 

of the version of the latter Epistle, the natural 

is that in his time it was as yet untranslated. | 

nes of evidence mutually support each other. 

anslation of St James’s Epistle has several 

nderings; but in this case no more can be 

confidence than that it was the work of a 

nslator. One or two words indeed appear to 

cate that it was made later than the transla- 

1e acknowledged books, but they cannot be | 

‘onclusive’. | 

itin text of the Epistle to the Hebrews ex- | ose rpi- 
° stle to the 

most remarkable phenomena. As it stands | Hebrews. 

gate it is marked by numerous singularities 

‘e and inaccuracies of translation; but the 

f the Claromontane Manuscript are most in- 


of St James, 


| 


u, duxuriare vobiscum 

onvivare (12). 

10); majestas (8). 
oxérovus, caligo tene- 

17); procella tenebra- 


ced + occur nowhere 
v Testament Vulgate: 
Ft occur nowhere else 
‘ulgate. 

ving peculiarities may 
1e version of St James: 
Siuenter (i. 5); axdé- 
‘settas (2 Cor. viii. 23 


nare (i. 7); existimare 


tilecti, dilectissimi (i. 
- 5; so Hebr. vi. 9; 


1 Cor. xv. 58); elsewhere caris- 
semi (twenty times). 

aripagey, texhonorare (ii. 6); else- 
where inhonorare, contumelia 
afficere. 

owe, salvare (i. 215 V. 15, 20); 
generally salvum facere, salvus 
esse and fiert. 

xdnpovy, supplere (ii. 23); else- 
where tmplere, adimplere. 

dyvés, pudicus (iii. 17, so Phil. iv. 
8); elsewhere castus, and once 
sanctus. 

GworiGecOa, abjicere (i. 21, $o 
Rom. xiii. 12); elsewhere defo- 
mere (six times). 

paxaplf{w, tbeatifico (v. 11). 

wodepety, t belligero (iv. 2). 

olxtipnuw, tmiserator (v. 11). 
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teresting and important. Sometimes the translator 
his anxiety to preserve the letter of the original employs 
words of no authority: sometimes he adapts the Latis 
to the Greek form: sometimes he paraphrases a part 
cipial sentence to avoid the ambiguity of a literal rev. 
dering: and again sometimes he entirely perverts the 
meaning of the author by neglecting the secondary. 


The translation was evk- 


dently made at a very early period ; but it was not made: 
by any of those whose work can be traced in other parts 
of the New Testament, and apparently it was not sub- 
mitted to that revision which necessarily attended the, 
habitual use of Scripture in the services of the Church 
The Claromontane text of the Epistle to the Hebrews 
represents I believe more completely than any we 
: Manuscript the simplest form of the Vetus Latina; 
‘from the very fact that the text of this Epistle exhibits 
more marked peculiarities than are found in any of 
| Pauline Epistles, it follows that it occupies a peculiat! 
: position. In other words, internal evidence, as far as t 
' reaches, confirms the belief that the Epistle to the He: 
7 brews, though known in Africa as early perhaps as any’ 
other book of the New Testament, was not admitted 
‘first into the African Canon. 
| as Jerome said even in his time, ‘ received it not*,’ 
Only a few words are needed to sum up the test# 
mony of these most ancient Versions to our Canon di 


The tm 
ance o ihe 


evidence of 








1 The Latin text of the Manu- 
script is almost incredibly corrupt, 
from the ignorance of the tran- 
scriber, who accommodated the ter- 
minations of the words, and often 
: the words themselves, to his ele- 
; mentary conceptions of grammar. 
Still a reference to the readings in 
the following passages will justify 
the statements which I have made: 


‘The custom of the Latins; 


i. 6, 10, 343 ib I—3, 15, 18; ii 
iv. I, 3) 133 V. IL3 vi. 8, 163 Vil 


X. 33- 

7 It may be added that in th 
Claromontane Stichometry it is 
called the Epistle of Barnabas. Thes 
cannot, I think, be any doubt ast 
the identification. The number ¢ 
orlxo.serve to identify the book. & 
App. D. No. xx. 
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the New Testament. Their voice is one to which we] “bap. ii- 


cannot refuse to listen. They give the testimony of | “ery 
Churches, and not of individuals. They are sanctioned 
by public use, and not only supported by private criti- 
cism. Combined with the original Greek they repre- 
sent the New Testament Scriptures as they were read 
throughout the whole of Christendom towards the close 
of the second century. Even to the present day they 
have maintained their place in the services of a vast 
majority of Christians, though the languages in which | 
they were written only live now so far as they have sup- | 
plied the materials for the construction of later dialects. | 
They furnish a proof of the authority of the books which | 
they contain, wide-spread, continuous, reaching to the 
utmost verge of our historic records, Their real weight : 
is even greater than this; for when history first speaks | 
of them it speaks as of that which was recognised as a 
heritage from an earlier period, which cannot have been 
long after the days of the Apostles. 
Both Canons however are imperfect; but their very | ie resu/ts 


; the i 
imperfection is not without its lesson. The Western fiction of 


Church has indeed as we believe under the guidance of Cane 
Providence completed the sum of her treasures; but the 
East has clung hitherto to its earliest decision. Indi- 
vidual writers have accepted the full Canon of the West; 
but even Ephraem Syrus failed to influence the judgment 
of his Church. And can this element of fixity be with- 
out its influence on our estimate of the basis of the 
Syrian Canon? Can that which was guarded so jea- 
lously have been made without care? Can that which 
was received without hesitation by Churches which dif- 
fered on grave doctrines have been formed originally 
without the sanction of some power from which it was : 
felt that there was no appeal? The Canon fails in com- q 
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mony of the 
treo Ver- 


Sions. 


Anexplane-| actly the facts of their history. The Epistle of 


tion of their 
incomplete- 
ness. 
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pleteness, but that is its single error. Succeeding ages 
registered their belief in the exclusive originative power: 
of the first age, when they refused to change what that 
had determined. So far they witnessed to a great 
truth; but in practice that truth can only be realized by 
a perfect induction. And their error arose not from the 
principle of conservatism on which it rested, but from the 
imperfect data by which the sum of Apostolic teaching; 
was determined. 

To obtain a complete idea of the judgment of the 
Church we must combine the two Canons; and then & 
will be found that of the books which we receive ong 
only, the second Epistle of St Peter, wants the earliest: 
public sanction of ecclesiastical use as an Apostolic wo 
In other words, by enlarging our view so as to compr 
hend the whole of Christendom and unite the different 
lines of Apostolic tradition, we obtain with one excepe 
; tion a perfect New Testament, without the admixture 
,any foreign element. The testimony of Churches coms 

firms and illustrates the testimony of Christians, There 
is but one difference. Individual writers vary in tag 
‘degree of respect which they shew to pe antl aoe 
_ings, and the same is true also in a less degree of si 
| Churches ; but the voice of the Catholic Church ¢ dene 
'nitely and unhesitatingly excluded them from the Canom 
| And in this decision as to the narrow limits which they 
| fixed to the Canon, it appears that they were guided bf 
‘local and direct knowledge. The Epistle to the H 
| brews and the Epistle of St James were at once received] 
in the Churches to which they were specially directed; 
and external circumstances help us to explain more ex 


| James was not only distinctly addressed to Jews, but as 
| it seems was also written in Palestine. It cannot there 
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fore be surprising that the Latin Churches were for some 
time ignorant of its existence. The Epistle to the He- 
brews on the contrary was probably written from Italy, 
though it was destined especially for Hebrew converts. 
And thus the letter was known in the Latin Churches, 
though they hesitated to admit it into the Canon, believ- 
4ng that it was not written by the hand of St Paul. The 
Apocalypse again was acknowledged from the earliest | 
‘time in the scene of St John’s labours: and the very in- 
definiteness of the addresses of the Epistle of St Jude 
and of the second Epistle of St Peter may have tended 
to retard and limit their spread. 

These considerations however belong to another 
place; but it is in this way, by combination with col- 
Jateral evidence internal and external, that the earliest 
Versions are proved to occupy an important position in 
the history of the Canon. A fuller investigation would 
Z believe establish many interesting results, especially if 
Pursued with a constant reference to the present state of 
the Greek text; but for our immediate purpose the | 
Reneral outline which has been given is sufficiently accu- , 
rate and comprehensive. It is enough to shew that the 
Versions exhibit a Canon practically—that they sanction 
so Apocryphal book—that they spéak with the voice of 
tarly Christendom—that they go back to a period so 
emote as to precede all historic records of the Churches 
p which they were used. 
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THE EARLY HERETICS. 


Non periclitor dicere ipsas quogue Scripturas sic esse ex Det voluntate 
aispositas ut harelicis materias subministrarent. 


TERTULLLANUS. 
Chap. iv. HE New Testament recognises the existence of 
plot aba parties and heresies in the Christian society from 


testimony of | its first origin ; and conversely the earliest false teachers 

the Canon. | witness more or less clearly to the existence and recep- 
tion of our Canonical Books. The authority of the col- 
lection of the Christian Scriptures rests necessarily on 
other proof, but still the acknowledgment of their au- 
thenticity in detail by conflicting sects confirms with 
independent weight the results which we have already 
obtained. It cannot be supposed that those who cast 
aside the teaching of the Church on other points ‘would 
| have been willing to uphold its judgment on Holy 
| Scripture unless it had been supported by competent 
evidence. Custom and reverence might mould the be- 
lief of those within the Catholic communion, but sepa- 
ratists left themselves no positive ground for the re- 
ception of the Apostolic books but the testimony of 
history. 

chloe Still further: even negatively the history of the 

ov the Canon | ante-Nicene heresies establishes our general conclusions,: 
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The first three centuries were marked by long and reso-| CP. iv. 
of the New 


lute struggles within and without the Church. Almost | %fte Nem 





i i isti Q on historiva 
every point in the Christian Creed was canvassed and palais ‘ 
denied in turn. The power of Judaism, strong in | (7%, 





widespread influence and sensuous attractions, first 
‘sought to confine Christianity within its own sphcre, 
and then to embody itself in the new faith. The spirit | 
of Gnosticism, keen, restless, and self-confident, seems to 
have exhausted every combination of Christianity and 
philosophy. Mani announced himself as divinely com- |! 
Missioned to reform and reinstate the whole fabric of 
the faith once (dma) delivered to the saints. And still 
it cannot be shewn that the Canon of ‘acknowledged’ 
books was ever assailed on historic grounds up to the | 
[period of its final recognition. Different books, or classes | 
books, were rejected from time to time, but no at- 
tempt was made to justify the measure by outward | 
testimony. A partial view of Christianity was substi- 

‘tuted for its complcte form, and the Scriptures were 

Yudged by an arbitrary standard of doctrine. The new 

@ystems were not based on any historical reconstruction i 

mf the Canon, but the contents of the Canon were | 
fimited by subjective systems of Christianity. 

| This important fact did not escape the notice of the | 7%e Fathers 
Mhampions of Catholic truth. Irenzeus, Tertullian, Ori- this fact. 
Ben, and later writers, insist much and earnestly on the 

that heretics sought to maintain their own doctrines 

from the Canonical books, fulfilling the very prophecy 

Bherein contained that there must needs be heresies. ‘So | 1 Cor. xi19. 
"great is the surety of the Gospels, that even the very 

* peretics bear witness to them; so that cach one of them 
taking the Gospels as his starting-point endeavours 
Pthereby to maintain his own teaching’’ ‘They pro-| 

1 Tren. ¢. Har. WL 11. 7. ‘ 
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‘fess, says Tertullian, ‘to appeal to the Scriptures: 


‘they urge arguments from the Scriptures:’ and then 
he adds indignantly, ‘as if they could draw arguments 
‘about matters of faith from any other source than the 
‘records of faith’.’ 

It has however been already noticed that they did 
not all accept the whole Canon. How far they really 
used our Scriptures as authoritative will appear in the 
course of our inquiry; at present I only call attention to 
the general truth that they recognised an authoritative 
written word, which either wholly or in part coincided 
with our own. And the very fact that they did make 
choice of certain books whereon to rest their teaching 
shews that the use of Scripture was not a mere conces- 
sion to their opponents, but the expression of their own 
belief. 

We have seen that even in the Catholic Church 
various tendencies and lines of belief are reflected in the 
special use made by different Fathers of groups of 
Apostolic writings. In heretical books the same result 
is found in an exaggerated form. In this as in every- 
thing else heresy is special, limited, partial, where the 
Church is general, wide, catholic. Differences which are 
exalted in the one into party characteristics and tests of 
communion or division are tolerated in the other as im- 
perfect and isolated growths or possible springs of some 
future and beneficent development. The one will define 
everything sharply now, whether in criticism or dogma 
or discipline: the other is content to know that the end 
is not yet, and to believe that in the broad range of 
truth ‘God fulfils Himself in many ways.’ 


1 De Prescr. Har. c. 14: Sed ipsi [non] possent de rebus fidei nisi ex 
de scripturis agunt et de scripturis litteris fidei. Cf. Lardner’s History 
suadent! Aliunde scilicet suadere of Heretics, Bk. 1. § 10. 
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But apart from this essential difference in the treat- 
ment of the whole subject, the character of the testimony 
of heretical writers to the books of the New Testament 
is strictly analogous to that of the Fathers in its pro- 
gressive development. In the first age, an oral Gospel, 
so to speak, was everywhere current; and all who as- 
sumed the name of Christ sought to establish their 
doctrine by His traditional teaching. Controversies were 
conducted by arguments from the Old Testament Scrip- 
tures, or by appeals to general principles and known 
facts. The conception of a definite New Testament was 
wholly foreign to the time. And while it has been seen 
how little can be found in the scanty writings of the first 
age to prove the peculiar authority of the Gospels and 
the Epistles, those who seceded from the company of 
the Apostles necessarily refused to be ruled by their 
opinions, 


§ 1. The Heretical Teachers of the Apostolic Age. 
Simon Magus—Menander—Cerinthus, 


The earliest group of heretical teachers exhibits in 
striking contrast the two antagonistic principles of re- 
ligious error. Mysticism on the one hand and Legalism 
on the other appear in clear conflict. By both the Work 
and Person of Christ are disparaged and set aside. In 
Simon Magus and Menander we may see the embodi- 
ment of the antichristian element of the Gentile world’: 
in Cerinthus the embodiment of the antichristian ele- 
ment of Judaism. Catholic truth seems to be the only 
explanation of their simultaneous appearance. 


1 It would be interesting to in- nation. In his school, if anywhere, 
quire how far the magical arts uni- we should look for an advanced 
versally attributed to Simon and his knowledge of Nature. 
followers admit of a physical expla- 
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It has been shewn that among the Apostolic Fathers 
one, Clement of Rome, was invested by tradition with 
representative attributes analogous in a certain degree 
to his real character, by which he was raised to heroic 
proportions, In like manner among the false teachers 
of the age Simon Magus a Samaritan of Gittz is invested 
by the common consent of all early writers with mys- 
terious importance as the great heresiarch, the open 
enemy of the Apostles, inspired as it were by the Spirit 
of Evil to countermine the work of the Saviour, and to 
found a school of error in opposition to the Church of 
God. The story of his life has undoubtedly received 
many apocryphal embellishments; but, as in the case of 
Clement, it cannot but be that his acts and teaching 
offered some salient points to which they could fitly 
be attached. Till the recent discovery of the work 
‘against Heresies’,’ the history and doctrine of Simon 
Magus were commonly disregarded as being inextricably 
involved in fable; but there at length some surer ground 
is gained. While giving a general outline of his prin- 
ciples, Hippolytus has preserved several quotations from 
the Great Announcement*, which was published under 
his name, and contained an account of the revelation 
with which he professed to be entrusted. The work 
itself cannot have been written by him, but it was pro- 
bably compiled from his oral teaching by one of his 


1 [Origenis] Philosophumena, stve 
omnium haresium refutatio, e Cod. 
Far. ed. E. Miller, O.con. MDCCCLI. 
The work cannot be Origen’s; and 
scholars generally agree to assign it 
to Hippolytus Bishop of Portus near 
Rome. I shall therefore quote it 
under his name; for though I think 
that the question of its authorship 
is not yet settled beyond all doubt, 
internal evidence proves that it must 
have been written by a contempo- 


rary of Hippolytus at Rome, if not 
by Hippolytus himself. Ddollinger 
has presented the arguments in su 
port of Hippolytus’ claims in t 
most satisfactory form. 

2 "Amwégacis, 'Awégdacts peydA. 
[Hipp.] adv. Har. Vig sqq. ‘An- 
nouncement’ hardly conveys the 
force of the original word, which im- 
plies an official or authoritative de- 
claration. | 
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immediate followers’: at any rate the language of Hip- 


polytus shews that in his time it was acknowledged as 
an authentic summary of the Simonian doctrine*, In 
the fragments which remain there are coincidences with 
words recorded in the Gospel of St Matthew’, and pro- 
bably with a passage in the Gospel of St John‘ Re- 
ference is also made to the first Epistle to the Corin- 
thians, in terms which prove that it was placed by the 
author on the same footing as the books of the Qld 
Testament’. 

Not only did the Simonians make use of the Canon- 
ical books, but they ascribed the forgeries current 
among them to ‘Christ and his disciples, in order to 
‘deceive those who loved Christ and his servants®,’ 
They recognised not only some of the elements of the 
New Testament, but also the principle on which it was 
formed. The writings of the Apostles were acknow- 
ledged to have a peculiar weight: Christians sought in 
them the confirmation of the teaching which they heard, 


horn, Die Homilien, u. s. w. p. 296. 
“ td. VI. 9: olxnripiow 82 dé yer 
elvat tov dvOpwror rovroy tov €& al- 
parwy ‘yeyernudvoy (John i. 13) xal 
KarouKely éy avry Thy awépayrov dv- 


2 Bunsen suggests Menander (I. 
54) apparently without any autho- 


‘He quotes it constantly with the 
words Adye: 52 6 Ziuwy, dyol. 


3 [Hipp.] adv. Her. vi. 16=Matt. 
iii. ro. The various readings are 
singular: é¢yyos yap rou, gnaly, 
§ dilyn rapa ras pltas rov dép- 
Spov «.t.X. 

Simon’s description of Helen 
((Hipp.] adv. Her. vi. 19) as ‘the 
strayed sheep’ (7d mpéBSaroy rd me- 
wraynpuévor) is an evident allusion to 
the parable in Luke xv. The sub- 
stitution of rerNaynyuévoy for darodw- 
Ads is to be noticed. Cf. Matt. xviii. 
12, 13 (7d wAarwWuEVoy...Tols mi we- 
whaynuévas); Iren. c. Her. 1. 8. 4. 
Bunsen- supposes that he combined 
the parable with the healing of the 
Syro-Phoenician’s daughter, Cf. Uhl- 


vayuy jv pltay elvac raw dhuw gnoly. 

Bunsen (I. pp. 49, 55) considers 
the statement that Simon manifested 
himself to the Samaritans as the 
Father ([Hipp.] adv. Her. V1. 19) to 
be: a reference to John iv. 21—23. 

5 adv. Her. Vi. 13: TOUTO éorl, 
gnol, ro elpnudvoy “va py ov TY 
kdony xaraxpiOwuew (1 Cor. xi. 32). 

© Constit. Apost. VI. 16. 1: Ofda- 
peey yap ort ol wept Sluwva nal Kre6- 
Bor lwdn ouvrdéavres PiBrla ex’ dvb- 
pare Xptorov Kai ed pabyrav abrov 
mepipes ovow els awdrny bpav TW WeE- 
PiANKOT WD Xpiorov xal nuds rovs av- 
Tov dovAcu3. 
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and the seeming authority of their sanction gained ag 
ceptance for that which was otherwise rejected. 

Menander, the scholar and fellow-countryman q 
Simon Magus, is said to have repeated and advancg 
his master’s teaching. His doctrine of the Resurrectiog 
in which he taught that those who ‘were baptized int 
‘him died no more but continued to live in immort@ 
‘youth’, reminds us of the error of Hymena@us and Pi 
letus who said that the Resurrection was past alreaty, 
otherwise I am not aware that anything which is know 
of his system points directly to the Scriptures. 

While Simon Magus represents the intellectual 
rationalistic element of Gnosticism, Cerinthus represet 
it under a ceremonial and partially Judaizing form. 
one was a Samaritan, the natural enemy of Judaism; & 
other was ‘trained in the teaching of the Egyptians 
among whom the interpretation of the Law had beco 
a science. The traditional opponent of the one 
St Peter; of the other St John; and this antag 
admirably expresses their relative position. St Je 
however was not the only Apostle with whom Cerinti 
came into conflict. Epiphanius* makes him one of thq 
who headed the extreme Jewish party in their atts 
on St Peter for eating with Gentiles, and on St Pj 
for polluting the temple. The statement in itself’ 
plausible: an excessive devotion to the Law was 
natural preparation for mere material views of Cha 
tianity. 

Cerinthus was evidently acquainted with the : 
stance of the Gospel history. He must have kno 
the orthodox accounts of the parentage of our La 


1 Tren. c. Her. I. 23. 5: Resur- 
rectionem enim per id quod est in 
eum baptisma accipere ejus discipu- 
los, et ultra non posse mori, sed per- 


severare non senescentes et imal 


es. 
* [(Hipp.) adv. Har. vit. 
3 Epiph. Her. XXVuL — 
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He was familiar with the details of His Baptism, of 
His preaching, of His Miracles, of His death, and of 
His Resurrection’. ‘The Cerinthians,’ Epiphanius says, 
‘make use of St Matthew’s Gospel’ as the Ebionites do, 
‘on account of the human genealogy, though their copy 
‘is not entire...The Apostle Paul they entirely reject, 
‘on account of his opposition to circumcision. But the 
chief importance of Cerinthus is in relation to St John. 
It has been said that he was the author of the Apoca- 
lypse, and even of all the books attributed to the 
Apostle. And on the other hand it is the popular be- 
lief that the fourth Gospel was written to refute his 
errors. The coincidence is singular, and it is necessary 
to consider on what grounds these assertions have been 
made. 

The transition from Judaizing views to Chiliasm is 
very simple, and Cerinthus appears to have entertained 
Chiliastic opinions of the most extreme form. In the 
account which Eusebius gives of him this fact is dwelt 
upon as if it were the characteristic of his system. In 
the earliest ages of the Church the language of Chiliasm 
at least was generally current; but from the time of 
Origen it fell into discredit from the gross extravagances 
which it had occasioned. The reaction itself became 
extreme; and imagery in itself essentially scriptural 

1 [Hipp.] adv. Her. /.c. Epiph. 
Let. hat Epiphanius says (Her. 


XXVIII. 6) of Cerinthus’ teaching 
Xpurrdv wewovGévac xal éoravpwio bac 


vyeveadoylay rhy Evcapxoy. It is not 
known in what the mutilation of the 
Gospel consisted. But that he did 
not remove the whole of the first 


pyrw be eyiryé pba, pédrdrXew dé avl- 
orac@a Sray 7 Kadddou yévyrat ve- 
xpuw avdorasts, is to be taken as de- 
scribing Epiphanius’ deductions from 
his teaching, and not as giving Ce- 
rinthus’ dogmas. 

2 Epiph. Her. xXxvill. §: Xpiv- 
ra. yap ry xara MarOaior ebayye- 
My axd pépous cal of! Ory &d rH 


two chapters, as the Ebionites did, 
appears again from what Epipha- 
nlus says, //@r. XXX. 14: 6 mer yep 
KnpwGos cal Kaproxpas TY alrey 
Xpwpevor onder wap’ aurois evayye- 
Ay dxd rhs apyns rod xara Mar- 
Gaiow edaryyeNou did rns yeveadoylas 
Bovrovra: wapioray éx owépparos ’I- 


wri cal Maplas evar toy Kovetdv. 
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and pure was confounded with the glosses by wv 
had been interpreted. The Apocalypse, thoug 
ported by the clearest early testimony, was. now 
with distrust. ‘Some said that it was uninte 
‘and unconnected: that its title was false, for tha’ 
‘not the work of John: that that was certainly 
‘revelation which was enwrapped in a gross an 
‘veil of ignorance’. The arguments are purely 
tive and internal. There is not a hint of any 
cal evidence for the opinion. The doctrine of tt 
was false, and. consequently it could not be Ap 
It became then necessary to assign it to a new 
Cerinthus it appears. had written revelations, : 
sumed the Apostolic style’: it is possible that 
directly imitated St John: he was distinguis| 
Chiliasm ; and thus the conclusion was prepare 
he was the writer of the Apocalypse, and that 
ascribed it to St John from the desire ‘to affix : 
‘of credit to his forgery;’ to continue the quotati 
‘this was the principle of his teaching, that th 
‘dom of Christ would be earthly, and consist. i 
‘things which he himself desired, being a man < 
‘to sensual enjoyments. and. wholly carnal’ T1 
liasm of Cerinthus is here distinctly brought - 
as the ground of what can only be considere 
conjecture; and Dionysius, who gives the histor 
conjecture at length, was unwilling to-accept it a 
That the ascription of the Apocalypse to Ce 
was in fact a mere arbitrary hypothesis resting « 
* Dionys. Alex. ap. Euseb. #7. £. speaking of -the Apocaly 
II. 28, VII. 25. John,. but of books writt 
2 Theodor. Fad. Heret. 11. 3 (ap. rinthus-in mnitation of it. 
Routh, 11. 139). The famous frag- logy of the Apocal is 
ment of Caius is qobigaons’ ap. Eu- consistent with what we 


seb. H.£Z. ll. 28. may express Cerinthus’ views on the 
my decided belief that Caius is not Christ. | 








\\ CERINTHUS. 





ttinal grounds is further shewn by the extension which 
Was afterwards given to it. A body of men whom 
Epiphanius calls by a convenient name, which he him- 
self invented, Alogi, attributed not only the Apocalypse 
_ but also the Gospel and the writings of St John gene- 
rally to Cerinthus’ and this purely on internal grounds. 
It was. found difficult to reconcile the fourth Gospel 
with the Synoptists, and forthwith it was pronounced an 
Apocryphal book. Some theory was necessary to ac- 
count for its origin, and as one-of the Apostle’s. writings 
had been already assigned to Cerinthus, this was placed 
in the same category, in spite of its- doctrinal character. 
The Epistles could not be separated from the Gospels; 
and so this.early essay in criticism was completed. One 
important deduction follows from it. It may fairly be 
concluded that the early date of the writings which bear 
St John’s name was acknowledged; and thus when his 
authorship was set aside they were assigned to a con- 
temporary of the Apostle, and not to any later writer. 
Nothing however can be more truly opposite to Ce- 
rinthianism than the theology of St John. The character 
of his Gospel was evidently influenced by prevailing 
errors; and though it is unnecessary to degrade it into a 
mere controversial work, it is impossible not to feel that 
it was written.to satisfy some pressing want of the age, 
to meet some. false philosophy which had already begun 
to fashion a peculiar dialect, and to offer a solution by 
the help of Christian ideas of some of the great problems 
of humanity. Cerinthus upheld a ceremonial system, 


1 Epiph. Her. Lt. 3. The history title Epiphanius simply wished to 
of the sect (if it can be so called) is include all those who rejected St 
very obscure, but we have only to John’s writings. See Credner[Volk- 
do with the fact, which is sufficiently mar], Geschichte d. N. 7. Kanon, p. 
supported by Epiphanius’ authority. 185, anm. 

It is very probable that under this 
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and taught only a temporary union of God’s Spirit with 
man. St John proclaimed that Judaism had passed 
away, and set forth clearly the manifestation of the 
Eternal Word in His historic Incarnation no less than 
in His union with the true believer. The teaching of 
St John is doubtless far deeper and wider than vas 
needed to meet the errors of Cerinthus, but it hass 2 
natural connexion with the period in which he lived. 

This relation of the first heretics to the Apostles 5 
of the utmost importance. Like the early Fathers, thm ¢y 
witness to Catholic Truth rather than to the Cathcs lic 
Scriptures: they exhibit the correlative errors as t—he 
Fathers embodied its constituent parts. The real p-«mer- 
sonality of Simon Magus and Cerinthus is raised beyo» md 
all reasonable doubt. The general character of their 
doctrine can be determined with certainty. And wh <n 
we find the marks of activity of speculation, depth of 
thought, and variety of judgment in false teachers, c =n 
it appear wonderful that in the writings of the Aposti&¢s 
there are analogous differences? If the books of the 
New Testament stood alone, we might marvel at th «ail 
fulness and diversity; but when it is found that th «ei 
characteristic differences are not only stereotyped in C—2- 
tholic doctrine but implied in contemporary heresj ««€S, 
they fall as it were into a natural historic position. Th <€Y 
are felt to belong to that Apostolic age in which eve= ‘Y 
power of man seems to have been quickened with sor—=™ 
spiritual energy. No long interval of time was th «! 
needed for the gradual evolution of the various fore! 
of teaching which they preserve. Error sprung up wie! 
a titanic growth: truth came down full-formed frcos=n 
heaven to conquer it. 

But when it is said that the perfect principles : 
Gnosticism may be detected in these earliest heretics= » - 
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do not by any means ignore the vast developments 
which they afterwards received. In one respect the 
teaching of the Simonians and Cerinthians furnishes an 
important link between Catholic doctrine and the later 
“Gnosticism of Valentinus or Marcion. In these systems 
the phenomena of the world are explained by the as- 
sumption of a Dualism—more or less complete—of a 
fundamental opposition between powers of good and 
evil The creation was removed farther and farther 
‘from God, till at last it was ascribed to His enemy. 
.The cosmogony of Simon Magus' and of Cerinthus? 
‘gccupies a mean position. In this the world is re- 
‘presented as the work of Angels, themselves the off- 
»spring of God, who were also the authors of the Jewish 
}Law and the inspirers of the Prophets. Against such 
:aform of Gnosticism the Epistle to the Hebrews and 
tthe Introduction to St John’s Gospel speak with divine 
Epower ; but of the later developments there is not a trace 
[in the New Testament. If however we suppose that any 
}parts of it, the Pastoral Epistles for instance, or the 
Epistle of St Jude, had been written after the Apostolic 
}age, is it possible that no word should have betrayed a 
-knowledge of the existence of such theories, when error 
-was being combated with an intense feeling of its present 
‘danger? The books which claim to be Apostolic are by 
their very character the produce of the Apostolic age. 
Exactly in proportion as we take into account the whole 


4 There is some confusion in the count of Irenzeus we read of a crea- 


Recount given by Hippolytus. In 
the first pat where Sp heap to the 
Great Announcement, the cosmogony 
of Simon appears to ‘be ex ressed in 
| physical form. Fire is the funda- 
mental element of the universe. This 
: believe to be the form of 


is Aft in a pas- 
age nearly | identical with the ac- 


tion by Angels, of an arbitrary Moral 
Law, of the secondary inspiration of 
the Prophets (adv. Har. v1.19: Hae 
¢. Her. 1. 23). Uhlhorn, wrongly 
think, takes Ae opposite view o dhe 
relative dates of the two systems 
(a. a. O. 293) 
2 Epiph. Her. XXVIII. 1, 2. 
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history of Christianity in its developments within and 
without the Church, we find more surely that it implies 
a complete New Testament as its foundation; that at no 
subsequent period was there an opportunity for the 
forgery of writings which are seen to be the sources and 
not the results.of different systems of speculation. 


§:2: The Ophites and Ebtonites. 


While Simon Magus. appeared. in some measure as 
the author of an organised counterfeit of Christianity, 
claiming to be himself an Incarnation of the Deity, and 
opposing magical powers to the Apostolic miracles, 
Christians elsewhere came into contact with existing 
speculative schools, and often survived the encounter 
only to become ranged with their former enemies. In 
this way sects arose which were not called by the name 
of any special founder but by some general title. Pro- 
bably one of the earliest of these was the sect of the 
Naasseni, Ophites, or Serpent-worshippers. Hippolytus, 
professing to follow the order of time, places them in 
the first rank. and it is evident that their system was not 


‘a mere corruption of Christianity,, but rather a more 
ancient creed.into which some Christian.ideas were in- 


fused. Consistently with this view Origen’ speaks of 


‘Ophites. who: required all who entered their society to 
blaspheme Christ; the bitterness of which law. may be 


best explained if we suppose that it was first framed 
against some Christianizing members of their: own: body. 
The Christian Ophites whom Hippolytus deseribes 
appear to have been the first who assumed.the title of 
Gnostics*» They professed to derive their doctrines 
1 ¢. Cels. VI. 28. oKovres HOvot Ta BdOn ywookar, Cf. 


2 adv. Her. V. 6: pera S¢ rabra 1 Cor. ii. 10; Apoc. ii. 24. 
érexddecay éavrods Tvworxots, dd- 
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through Mariamne from James the Lord’s brother’; and | hp. iv. 
thus the authorities which he quotes may be supposed 
todate from the age next.succeeding that of the Apo- 
sles, Their whole system shews an intimate familiarity 
with the language of the New Testament Scriptures. 
The passages. given: from their books* contain clear | ries sestv- 
feferences to the Gospels of St Matthew,.St Luke; and’ pace id 
St John ; to the Epistles of St Paul to the Romans, the | ““"” 
Corinthians (both Epistles), the Ephesians, and: the 
Galatians; and probably to the Epistle to the Hebrews 
and the Apocalypse’. They made use also of the 
_ Gospel according to the Egyptians and of the Gospel of 
- 8t Thomas‘. 
' The Peratici and the Sethiani are placed. by Hippoly- The Peratic 


F tus in close connexion with the Ophites. The passages | ani. 
r the esoteric doctrine (améppnta pvetnpia) of the Pera- 


tii which he brings to light contain obvious references to 


F 


1 adv. Har. Vv. 7. 
. ? The description of their opinions 
, Bconstantly prefaced by. the words 
' Geely or pet. 
* The following list of references, 
' which might be increased, will shew 
fo what extent the Ophites. made 
a the New Testament Scrip- 


| . Bt Matthew xiii. 33, 44, [Hipp.] 
t ade. Her. p. 108; xiii. 35qq-, Pp. 113} 
| EM. 27, rapos dare xexovidyevor (cf. 








MU. 31, p. 112; ill. 10, p. 113; vii. 6, 
“P14; vii. 14, 13, Pe 116. 
St Luke xvii. 21, pp. 100, 108; 
, M7. 4, p. 102 (?); xvili. 19+ Matt. 
“$e. 102; xi. 33, p. 103. 

ohn iv. 10, PP. 100,. 1213 x. 
MtLuke vi. 35, (Ps. lxxxii. 6) p. 
_ 6; ili, 6, p. 106; i. 3, 4, as Lachm. 
P1075 ii, 1—12, p. 108; vi. 53 +xiii. 
Ri id. + Matt. xx. 23, p. 1093 Vv. 37, 
P 109; x. 9, p. 111; iv. 21, 23, p. 


Wipe. p. 147), Pp. IIL; Vii. 21, p. 1143. 


the Gospel of St John, the first Epistle to the Corin- 


117 3.Vie 44, P. 112; iX. 1, 1.9, P. 121. 

Romans i. 20—23, &&c. p. 99 (as 
St Paul’s). 

1 Cor, ii. 13, 14, Pp. 1125 X11,p. 113 

2 Cor. xii. 2, 4, p- 112. 

Gal. ill. 28, Gc. p. 92. 

Eph. iii. 15, pp. 97, 1053.V. 14, 
P- 104; lil. 5, p. 1073 il. 17, pe III. 

Heb. v. 11, p. 9%- 

Apoc. ii. 27, p. 104. 

* Their use of the ‘Gospel en- 
‘titled according to the Egyptians ’ 
(p. 98) and that ‘entitled according 
‘to. Thomas’ (p. 101) does not prove 
that they ascribed to those books Ca- 
nonical authority. Generally indeed 
the references to: the Gospels are to 
our Lord’s words, and I believe in 
every case anonymous. The passage 
quoted from the Gospel of St Tho- 
mas. is not found in any of the pre- 
sent recensions of it. Cf. Tischen- 
dorf, Zvv. Apocr. Pref. p. xxxix. 
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thians, and that to the Colossians’. 
Sethiani again allude to the Gospels of St Matthew and 


[Pat 





The writings of the 


St John and two of the Epistles of St Paul®. 
Apart from these special references the whole system 
of the Ophites bears clear witness to the authenticity of 


St John’s Gospel. 


Everything tends to prove that in 


them we see one of the earliest forms of heresy. A 
similar combination of Gentile mysticism with Jewish 
and Christian ideas troubled the Church of Colossz even 


in St Paul’s time. 


Irenzus himself speaks of the 


Ophites as the first source of the Valentinian school, the . 
original ‘hydra-head from which its manifold progeny : 
‘was derived;’ and yet even they far passed the limits : 


which St John had fixed for Christian speculation, and | 
thereby witness that they belonged to a later generation 
The Ophites, like Simon Magus, represent a system 
to which Gentile mysticism gave its predominating 
character: on the opposite side was ranged the famous 
sect of the Ebionites, by whom Judaism was made aa | 


essential part of Christian 


received a mutilated recension of St Matthew's Gospel’ 


1 St John iii. 17 (rd elpnuévor, cf. 
Luke ix. 56), p. 1253 iii. 14, p. 1343 
i, I—4, p- 134 (wrongly divided by 
the editor?); viii. 44, p. 136; x. 7, 
p- 137. 1 Cor. xi. 32 (9 ypadh) p. 
125. Col. ii. g (7d Aeydpevor) pp. 
124, 315- 

Matt. x. 34, p. 146. John iii. 
5, P- 1413 Iv. 14, p. 143; 2 Cor. v. 
2, p- 143; Phil. i. 6, 7, pp. 143; 
318. 

The account of the Ophites is 
concluded by a summary of the opi- 
nions of Justin a Gnostic. The use 
of Isaiah lxiv. 4 in his teaching (p. 
158) fully justifies the conjecture 
which I proposed above in p. 208, 
n. 3, and I think it very likely that 
Hegesippus had him in view when 






















life. Like Cerinthus they 


he wrote. In the quotations mad 
from his writings there are apparemt . 
references to Luke xxiii. 46, a : 
John iv. 14, p. 158; xix. 26, 3. 

use of Amen as an angelic name (> 
151) may point, as Bunsen obsertey 
to Apoc. ili. 14. 

3 Tren. c. Har. 1. 26. 2: Solo o 
quod est secundum Matthzeum evar 
gelio utuntur et Apostolum Pass 
recusant, apostatam eum legis dice 
tes. Eusebiuscalls this Gospel tht 
‘according to the Hebrews’ ( & 
III, 27), and adds that the Ebioale# 
‘made little account of the rest.’ 

This is not the proper place toca - 
on an accurate inquiry into the pe’ 
plexed question of the various oa 
of St Matthew’s Gospel. I beler® 
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like him they wholly rejected the authority and writings 
of St Paul; but nothing I believe is known of their 
judgment on the Catholic Epistles. They cannot how- 
ever have received St John’s Epistles ; and his Gospel, 
though not specially mentioned, must be included among 
those of which ‘they made no account.’ 

One remarkable product of the Ebionite School still 
remains to be noticed, the Clementine Homilies’. The 
witer of this singularly interesting book was a deter- 
mined adversary of the teaching of St Paul; and there 
can be no doubt that St Paul himself is referred to as 
‘the enemy whose lawless and foolish teaching some of 
‘the Gentiles accepted’ in opposition to the alleged 
preaching of St Peter*. Here then if anywhere we 
might expect to find clear traces of evangelic traditions 
different in character and contents from those preserved 
in the Canonical Gospels, if such traditions had been 
tally current in the early Church. But the facts are 
entirely at variance with this natural expectation. There 


them to have been the following: the subject, as some have supposed. 
(c) The original Aramaan text. It should be added that the book is 
(1) A revision (?) of this in- the product ofan isolated speculator 
cluded in the Peshito. and cannot be supposed to represent 
(2) An interpolated text used aconsiderable society. This fact has 
by the Nazarenes, which con- been strangely overlooked inthe con- 
tained the first two chapters, clusions which have been hastily drawn 
and is described by Jerome. fromthem. Comp. Lightfoot, GaJa- 
(3) A mutilated and interpo- “ans, pp. 326 ff. 
lated text used by the Ebi- 7 Ef. Petri ad Fac. 2: rues r&v 
onites. awd €Ovdy rd Se énod vbutuov dwre- 
(8) An [Apostolic] translation in, doxlyacay xhpvypua rod expo dv Opu- 
Greek. wo0 dvouby riva xal pr\vapwdn wpoon- 
MI quote the Homilies only, because xdueror &3acxa\lay, Iam not aware 
Latin translation of the Recog- that there is a clear reference to any 
itions has been modified by Ruffinus. of the Epistles of the New Testa- 
kt may be noticed however that the ment in the Clementine writings. 
nee in Recogn. 1. 68 which limits Dr Tregelles (Canon Murat. p. 89) 
argument from Scripture to ‘the has however pointed out a striking 
‘Law and the Prophets’ refers only to coincidence of language efrep dAnOuis 
discussion between Jews and Chris- rj dAnGela ovvepyjoa Odds (Hom. 
and does not contain any de- XVII. 19) with 3 John 8. 
ination of the Christian view on 


Chap. iv. 





The Clemen- 


tine Homi- 
lies. 
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are references to about eighty different words of the 
Lord, and of those, so far as I have noticed, there is- 
not one which contains anything essentially divergent. 
from our Gospels, and there are not more than three or: 
four which are not contained substantially in our Gospels’. ; 
Of the remaining quotations many are unquestionably 
free reproductions of the document, whatever it may, 
have been, with which the writer was most familiar:. 
about ten agree very closely with the text of St Matthew’, | 
one with the text of St Mark®, and one with the text of: 
The remaining passages agree in sense bat, 
not in letter with parallels in our Gospels, and of these: 
parallels about four-fifths occur in St Matthew’. 


St John‘. 


1 The references are given in the 
Introd, to Study of the Gospels App. 
D. 111. The sayings not contained 
in the Gospels which appear to be 
authentic are: (1) yleoOe rpawetira 
Sdxiuoe (Hom. Il. 50, &c.); (2) ra 
d-yabd -eXOciy Bet. paxdpios dé, pyoly, 
&¢ od Epyeras (Hom. X11. 29); (3) uD 
Sére wpdpacw 7G rovnpy (fom. XIX. 
2). Other sayi are more of the 
nature of glosses (1) 6 rovnpés éorw 6 
weipdfwy (fom. 111. §5): (2) dd rl ov 
voetre 7d evAoyoy Tay ypadiy (Hom. 
III. 50); (3) T& puorhpra enol Kal rots 
ulois rod ofkov pov duddtare, Comp. 
Is. xxiv. 16, LXX. Comp. Hom. 
XIX. 20. 

Of facts not noticed in the Gospels 
I have only noted the name of the 
Syropheenician woman (Justin. Hom. 
Il. 19); for the astronomical deduc- 
tions in II. 23, 1.6 f. can hardly be 
called facts. 

2 The passages which I have 
marked are: //om. 111. 51 || Matt. v. 
173 Hom. III. §2 || Matt. xi, 28, xv. 
133; Hom. il. §§ || Matt. xxii. 32; 
Hom. Vitl. 4 |! Matt. xxii. 143 (Hom. 
XI. 33 || Matt. xii. 42); /Yom. XVIII. 
15 || Matt. xiii. 353 //om. XIX. 2 || 
Matt. vi. 13, xii. 26; Mom, XIX. 7 |! 
Matt. xii. 34. 


[Parr 


















8 Hom. 111. §7 || Mark xii. 29. Ia 
Hom. X1X. 20 Awd xal rots aired 
padnrais car’ idlay éwédve rit 
ray ovpayaw Baonelas pore we: 
have one of the few phrases 
to St Mark (tv. 34: car lalay role 
lSlors pabyrats éwi&\ver wdyra. This! 


tudrds yervn OG drexplyarc’ efte: 
otrés rt Huaprey odre of yovelt, 
aurod, add’ tra 3: abrod garepur' 
O67 7 Stvauis rou Geod ris éyvelat 
luuévn rd duapriara, Cf. John im 
1,sqq. Uhlhorn, 138 ff. 

It may fairly be left for any readet 
to decide which is the earlier form of 
words Wa pavepwh7 ra Epya rob beee 
éy avr@ (John ix. 3) or ba &’ adres: 
gavepwhi 1 Straus rou Oeov ri 
dyvolas lwudyn Ta duapriuara, 

5 Hom. XVII. § contains a close 
summary of a parable peculiar to 
St Luke (xviii. 6 ff.). See also Henn ; 
XI. 20 || Luke xxiii, 34. 
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Complete 


harmony in 
substance, 








This is not the place to discuss the Clementine quo- 
ations at length. The writer was distinctly opposed to 
the Catholic Church, so that even if it could be shewn de- 
csively that he used a Gospel which was not recognised 
by the Church, no conclusion could be drawn from that 
fact as to the coequal authority of such a document with 
the four Gospels in the Church itself. But the general 
summary just given shews that the quotations as a whole 
do establish one point of primary importance. They 
shew beyond the possibility of doubt that our Gospels 
preserve with practical completeness all that was known 
and believed of the Gospel history throughout the early 
Church. This is what we are really concerned to know. 
If the Clementines had ‘exhibited a type of narrative 
or of discourses different from that of the Synoptists 
tome perplexity might have arisen in determining which 
was the earlier. As it is, they establish by un- 
lapeachable evidence that those who rejected St Paul 
hecepted a record of the Lord’s teaching substantially 
ligreeing with that of St Matthew’. 
. The Clementine quotations supply yet another im- 
portant conclusion. In thirteen cases these quotations 
Correspond with quotations in Justin Martyr. Now of 
these corresponding quotations only three agree in dif- 
krences from the canonical text, while the character of 
he two sets of quotations as wholes is markedly dis- 
imilar. It is impossible therefore to suppose that both 


Difference 
of the Cle- 
meen tine 
uolations 
vom Fuse 
tin’s. 


2 The quotations in the Clementine ‘sent Gospels, or else he quotes some 
beesises have been examined with ‘ other composition later than them 
eat care by Dr Sanday, Zhe Gospel ‘and which implies them... The 
the Second Century c. vi. Dr San- ‘facts do not permit us to claim the 
y attaches far greater oa lage ‘exclusive use of the canonical Gos- 
m I can do to their testimony, bu ‘ pels. But that they were used, 
arrives substantially at the as ‘mediately or immediately, and to a | 
ich I have given: ‘Either the ‘greater or less degree, is, I believe, 
lementine writer quotes our pre- ‘beyond question’ (pp. 186 {.). 
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were derived from the same ‘Petrine Gospel’ without 
admitting a looseness of quotation in Justin and the 
author of the Homilies which if once admitted is suf- 
ficient to explain how Justin’s quotations were derived 
from the canonical texts’. 


The true The evidence that has been collected from the docu- 
ripe Ae ments of these primitive sects is necessarily somewhat 
dence. | vague. It would be more satisfactory to know the exact 


position of their authors and the precise date of their 
composition. It is just possible that Hippolytus made 
use of writings which were current in his own time 
without further examination, and transferred to the 
Apostolic age forms of thought and expression which 
had been the growth of two or even of three generations, 
However improbable this notion may be, it lessens the 
direct argumentative value of the evidence, though it 
leaves the moral impression unimpaired. But it cannot 
be denied that each fresh discovery of ancient records 
confirms the authenticity of the books of the New Testa- 
ment, so far as it bears upon them. The earliest known 
teachers of heresy quote them generally as familiarly 
known to Christians: they shew that they place them 
on the same level as the Old Testament Scriptures by 
the forms of citation which they employ: they appeal 
to them as having authority with those whom they 
address; and since they used them in their private 
books, it is evident that they recognised their claims 
themselves’, 





1 See Note at the end of the Sec- 
tion: p. 289. 

* Eusebius in noticing the differ- 
ent translators of Scripture (H. £. 
VI. 17) mentions that SYMMACHUS 
(c. 200 A.D.) was an Ebionite. He 
then adds: ‘And moreover notes 


‘ (vropynpara) of S 


us are 


‘still extant (¢épera:) in which he 
‘appears to support the heresy which 
‘1 have mentioned, directi his 

‘ efforts to the Gospel of St Matthew.’ 
The last phrase (rpés rd xard Mar- 
Gaioy aworewipevos edaryyé\toy) is ob- 
scure; but if its meaning be that 
Symmachus exerted himself to shew 


1] 


Wyte — es 


the superior authority of the Ebi- 
Onitic text of the Gospel of St Mat- 
thew, it still offers a singular proof 
of-the general reception of the Ca- 
nonical Gospel of St Matthew, though 
Symmachus assailed it. But Rufh- 
nus, Jerome, and, following them at 
a much later time, Nicephorus, sup- 


BASTLIDES, 


posed that Symmachus wrote Com- 
mentaries on St Matthew, and the 
Greek will bear that meaning. Hie- 
ron. a¢ Virr. Jil. 34: [Symmachus] 
in Evangelium quoque xara Mar@aioy 
scripsit Commentarios, de quo et 
suum dogma firmare conatur. 


NOTE TO PAGE 288. 


THE CORRESPONDING QUOTATIONS OF JUSTIN MARTYR AND THE 
CLEMENTINE HOMILIES. 


In the following note I have endeavoured to collect all the cor- 
responding quotations of Justin Martyr and the Homilies. General state- 


ments on such 


ints are apt to be misleading, and the student, with 


all the facts before him, can draw his own conclusions, or test the con- 


clusions of others. 


I have not thought it worth while to 
corresponding texts in our Gospels, for the one point to be 


rint the 
ecided is 


whether Justin and the author of the Homilies used the same record, 
that record not being one of the Canonical Gospels. 


Homilies. 

Ie VI. 21 gy? Téyparra Ke- 
peow Tor Oeby cov PoBynOHnoy xal 
avr® Narpetoess pbry. 

Comp. Matt. iv. 10; Lu. iv. 8. 


a. Il. 583 XIX. 2 & pn “Eorw 
Ouisy rd val val, [xal] ro ov of 70 
Se [yp] repoocy rotrww ex roti rovy- 
pou dorly, 

See p. 1854: 


3- iIIN. 57 ylrerOe dyadol xal 
soves, ws & warnp, b éy Tots 
ouvparots, os avaré\Xes ror HALO ex” 
@ya0ots xal wrornpots, cal dépec 
rop verdy Ext Sixalors cal adl- 
KOCS. 
Comp. Luke vi. 36. See p: 140. 


4- Ill. 55 pn Olde yap 6 rarip 
Upuw 0 otpdnos Erixpyifere rotrwr 
ardyrwy xply avroy dtueoere. 

Comp. Matt. vi. 8, 32. 


5- XI. 35 fbn TIoNol éXetdcor- 
racmwpés pe dv évdtuacr rpopdruy, 
Ecwber 8 elot Nixon dprayes* dro 
Tay Kapr@y atrov éxvyiwwoKere 
(-cecbe) avrots. 

Comp. Matt. vii. 15. 


CG. 


Fustin M, 
Dial. 125 (103) dwoxplveras...Teé- 
yparras Kupiov roy Oecd» cou © pooKu- 
yyuoess Kal air@ pbvy AaTpevoers. 


Apol. 1. 16...€070 8 Upc 7d val 
val, kal 7rd ov ov 7d 8¢ wepoody 
Totrwy éx ToU wornpow. 


Dial, 96; (Cf. Apol. 1.15). Theode 
Xpnorot cal olxrippoves ws xal d 
warip Upwy 6 oupdrtos’ Kal yap... 
dpwpev roy nov adrov dvaré\Xorra 
éxl dyaplorous xal dcxalousxai 
Boéxovra ext dclous xal rorn- 
pous. 


Apol. 1. 15 ot yap 6 warnp 
unwy 0 olpdmos Bre ToUTwy xpelay 
Exere. 


Apol. 1.16; (Cf. Deal. 35). wodXol 
yap gEovowy dri ry dvdparl pou, 
EEwer wey Evdedupévor Sépuara 
wpoBdruwv, Erwlev dé Byres NvxKor 
dpwayes éx ray Epywy alraw érryvuw- 
oco0e atrovs. 


G 
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6. VIII. 4 péurnuac ... elwbvros 
wodXol éXevoorrat aro avaro\dy 
wal ducpay G prov re xal peonp- 
Bolas, kal avaxhiOjoovra els KbA- 
wous Afpady xal Toadk xal lax. 

Comp. Matt. viii. 11. 


7. XVII | 5...Aéywr M7 $08 7- 
Ofjre and rov dwroxtelvovros ro 
oo ha ry oe puxt Bn Suvanévou Ti 
Tajo poBnOnre dé Tov duvd ev oy Kal 
cwpa, kal wuxy els rv yéewvap Tou 
wupos Badety. val rAdyw upiv, Tov- 
rov PoBnenre. 

Comp. Luke xii. 4 f. Matt. x. 28. 

8. XVIIL. 4 Aéyes’ Ovdels byrw rox 
warépa el uy 6 ulds, ws ob8e rdp uld»y 
res older ef uy oO warp cal ols dy 
BovAnraco vlos aroxadbyat. 

Comp. Matt. xi. 27. 


Q. XVII. 3...€67 My pe A*™ve 
dyadbv: é ye p d-yades Use early, 6 
rarnp 6 év Tos ovpapois. 

Comp. Matt. xix. 16. 


10. XV. § 8lxacoy packer elvar 
cal ry réwrovrt avrov Tw cwuybva 
rapariGévar cal thy érépay kal 
Tp alporrs abrotd rd ludriov x poo de- 
Sdvac eal rd pagdbprov® dyyapev- . 
ovre O¢ uldtsov ouvawrdpxer Gar duo 
cal 80a roaira. 

Comp. Matt. v. 39, 40. 


II, XIX. 23 Cf. Hom. XX, Q. 

..elwety Uméoxero Tos doeBéow 
"Yxdyere eis 7 oxbros 7d ekwrepov, J 
jrolpacey d rarnp TY 8:aBdrw xal 
Tots dyyéAos avrov. 

Comp. Matt. xxv. 41. 


12, II. 18 ad\Ad val, dnolv, xpa- 
rotor pev ryny KrEtv Tas Oe Bov-ro- 
Hévors eloerdOety ov wapéxovcr. 

Comp. Luke xi. 52. 


13. XI. 26 'Apny vuiv Aéyw Edy 
wn avayerynOire viare favre els 
bvoua warpds, vlod, dylov wvev- 
Haros, ov py eloédOnre els Thy Bact- 
delay ray obpaywy. 


Comp. John iii. 3 ff. 
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Dial. 76...elrav, “Héoveew dwd aya- 
Tokay Kal svopew cal dvaxhOnaoe- 
Ta, pera “ABpadw Kal "Icade «al 
"laxwWB éy rz Bacieg raw otparus... 


Apol, 1. 19 Hn poBetoGe rods 
dvacpoivras Uuasxalperdrabra 
py Suvapévous re wojoat, elwre’ Popy- 
Onre Se roy pera rd awobavety 


Suvdpevoy cal yuxny xal ocma, els yéer- 
voy éuBareiv. 


Apol. 1. 63; Cf. Dial. 100. ovddes 
Eyrw Tov warépa el ut} 6 ulos, ob5e ror 
vlop el By r) (rarnp cal ols dv aw oxa- 
AUWz7 o vlos. 


Dial. 101; Cf. A pol. I. 16...ame- 
xplvaro Th perXévers aryadén:; ¢ els éorly 
arya6és, 6 warip pou 6 & rots obpar- 
ois. 


Apol. 1. 16...€on...TQ@ riwrorrl 
cov Thy ciayéva wdpexe xal rar 
aAAny Kal rdv alporrd gov réy 
xirdva 4 7d ludrcoy un Kkwrdo7s 


.wavri 6¢ ayyapevorrl ce plrdsor 
dxohobd noo» dvo. 


Dial. 76.. .Lgn epecy 'Trdyere els rd 
oxbros TO é&wrepor, é jrolpacer é 
warp T~ Garava xal rots ayyérus 
avroi, 


DPral. 17... robs krete €xere...xal 
tovs elaepxouévo us KwAVETE... 


A pol. 1. 61 elwev “Aw yr} dvayerrn- 


Ojjre ov pay elaédOnre els rTnv Bact- 
Aclay TaY OUpayay. 


Without entering into any detailed investigation I cannot but indicate 
the results to which these parallels lead. There are three cases (2, 11, 13) 





I.] 


BASILIDES. 





quotation in a difference from our present Evangelic text. These coin- 
cidences have been already noticed (pP- 152 ff.). Onthe other hand the 
whole complexion of the corresponding quotations differs, A fair com- 
parison of them, therefore, lends na sup to the belief that Justin 
and the author of the Clementines quoted from the same source, that 
source not being one or other of the Canonical Gaspels, Those who 
have assumed or asserted this conclusion can scarcely have considered 
the parallel quotations as a whole. It is indeed quite possible that 
the author of the Clementines quoted freely from ‘‘a Petrine Gospel” 
imserting phrases from the Canonical Gospels, just as Justin quoted freely 
from the Canonical Gospels inserting phrases from other forms of the 
Evangelic narrative. Into this question I do not enter}. All that is 
to be observed is that the Clementine quotations as a whole differ 
from Justin’s (so far as there are materials for a comparison) at least 
as much as Justin’s differ from the Canonical texts, 


1 It must be observed that the sayings 
which are quoted more than once in the 
Homilies are quoted almost always cither 
im the same form or with very slight vari- 
ations, differing greatly in this respect from 
Justin’s quotations. The examples are; 
Fdom. M1. $13 111.50; xviti.ao. Home, 11. 51; 
SIL. 50; XVII. 20. Hom, 111.55; XIX. 2. Hom. 


The 


M11, 60; 181. 64. (AYomme, xix. 2: Xx. 9). ; 
ely to 


quotations are all such as would be li 
stereot in form, even if they were 
not quoted directly from a written text. On 
the other hand com Hom. vil. 4(am 
5 Aerat xadd...... 3 with 
OdAee davry......)e 


exacros 
Hom. XU. 32 


§ 3. Basilides and Tsidorus. 


The case however does not turn wholly on anony- 
mous evidence, The account of Basilides given by Hip- 
polytus is composed mainly of passages from his own 
writings which fully establish the inferences which have 


been hitherto drawn’. 


1 The conclusion that Hippolytus 
quotes directly from Basilides seems 
to me to be fully established by the 
following considerations. 

(a) The works of Basilides (his 
’Eftrynrixd) were well known. 
They were quated (avrais Adée- 
ow) by Clement of Alexandria 
and in the discussion of Arche- 
laus and Manes (c. 270 A.D.), 
and probably by Origen, so that 
they may have been easily ac+ 
cessible to Hippolytus. 

(8) The quotations of Hippolytus 
are clearly taken directly from 


in which the Clementine quotation agrees more or less with Justin 


The modein which the books of 


some book. The author appears | 
in the first person fPovAopzac | 
Setar, Aéyw (PAilos. VII. Cc. 203 | 
Aéyw c. 21). 

(y) The author whose exposition 
is quoted by ‘he says’ ts iden- 
tified (as I must think) with | 
Basilides by necessary implica- 
tion. At the close of the expo- 
sition we read raidra pev ovy 
éorw ad xal Baocdcldns pudever | 
oxordoas xara tHv Al-yvmrov (c. 
a7. At the end of Book vI. 
Hippolytus had said ®Wuwpev tt 
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Aéyee kal Bacudreldys), and in the \ 
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the New Testament are treated in these fragments shews 
that there is no anachronism in supposing that the earliest 
heretics sought to recommend their doctrines by forced 
explanations of Apostolic language. And yet more 
than this: they contain the earliest undoubted instances 
in which the Old and New Testaments are placed on the 
same level: the Epistles of St Paul are called ‘ Scrip- 
ture, and quotations from them are introduced by the 
well-known form ‘It is written’’ If it seem strange 
that the first direct proofs of a belief in the Inspira- 
tion of the New Testament are derived from such a 
source, it may be remembered that it is more likely 
that the apologist of a suspicious system should sup- 
port his argument by quotations from an authority ac- 
knowledged by his opponents, than that a Christian 
teacher writing to fellow-believers should insist on those 


course of the exposition and in 
direct connexion with it pevye: 
Baordeldns, xaXret ro rowtro Ba- 
oireldys, Seppyrac ure BacwAeldou, 
Baowkeldns dtacage? &c. Now 
inasmuch as Basilides had writ- 
ten on the subjects treated of, 
and his works were well known, 
nothing but the most cogent evi- 
dence could be sufficient to shew 
that this language is not to be 
understood in its plain and literal 
sense. 

(5) At the beginning of the ac- 
count Hippolytus Says : *T3wpev 
ouv was xaragdavus Baotheldns 
duo Kal "Ialdwpos xal was 6 rov- 
Twyv xbpos ovx axdws xaraypeu- 
dera:... And so in fact the school 
is distinguished in the exposition 
from the founder: c. 20 robro [a 
doctrine quoted with ¢y0/]... 
AaPévres awrarworw...So again in 
a passage evidently belonging to 
the later phase of the heres 
(c. 26, »p- 240) we have xar’ avrous 
and ¢ackovcs preceded and fol- 


lowed by the ¢7el, and so again 
C. 27 (p- 243). 

(ec) If the forms of quotation 
yéyparra: and 9 ypagpy are re- 
markable as anticipatory of later 
usage, the phrase 76 deyépevor 
é rois eayyelas (John i. g) is 
no less remarkable as a trace of 
an early mode of citation. 

The arguments which are urged on 
the other side, (¢.¢. Supernat. Rd. 
Il. 41 ff.) appear to resolve them- 
selves into the ‘foregone conclusion’ 
that Basilides could not have quoted 
the Scriptures of the New Testament. 
Nor can I admit that all ‘learned 
criticism’ belongs to the very able 
but very narrow School of Ttibi 
so that a result which obtains eir 
support can be said to be ee : 

[Hipp.] adv. Her. vi. 26: 
ypagn bye oun ev ddaxrois my 
Opwnlyns goplas Abyors GN é» d&da- 
KOS wxvevparos (1 Cor. ii. I 3), VII. 25: 
ws yéyparra, pyol cal xrlows aury 
hata x.T.r Rom. viii. 32, 

c 





| BASILIDES. 


sstimonies with which he might suppose his readers to 


e familiar. 

Very little is known of the history of Basilides’. It 
ems that he was an Alexandrine, and probably of 
Jewish descent. He is said to have lived ‘not long 
‘after the times of the Apostles’,” and to have been a 
younger contemporary of Cerinthus, and a follower of 
Menander who was himself the successor of Simon Ma- 
gu. Clement of Alexandria and Jerome fix the period 
dfhis activity in the time of Hadrian’; and he found a 
formidable antagonist in Agrippa Castor‘. All these 
drcumstances combine to place him in the generation 
next after the Apostolic age, and to shew that in point 
of antiquity he holds a rank intermediate between that 
of Clement of Rome and Polycarp. 

Since Basilides lived on the verge of the Apostolic 
times it is not surprising that he made use of other 
wources of Christian doctrine besides the Canonical 
books. The belief in divine Inspiration was still fresh 
ind real; and Eusebius relates that he set up imaginary 
prophets Barcabbas and Barcoph (Parchor)—-‘ names to 
‘strike terror into the superstitious’—by whose writings 
he supported his peculiar views’. At the same time he 


. | Saturninus (or Satornilus) of An- 
loch is generally placed in close con- 
jexion with -Basilides. He was a 
tholar of Menander, whose opinions 
le advanced. All the accounts of 
lis doctrine appear to be derived 
fom one source, and they contain 
ing which bears on the history 
€the Canon. [Hipp.] adv. Her. 
mi. 38; Iren. c. Har. 1. 24; Epiph. 
far. XXIII. 
8 Archd. ad Man. Disp., Routh, 
i, Sacr. V. p. 197...Basilides qui- 
wm......non longe post nostrorum 
postolorum tempora....Cf. 2. I. p. 


258, Euseb, #7. £. Iv. 7. 

3 Cf. Pearson, Vind. Jgn, 11. 7, ap. 
Lardner, VIII. 350, 

‘ Cf. supra, p. 95. 

5 Eusebius appears to consider 
the prophecies as forgeries (7. £. Iv. 
7). lis may however have been 
‘Oriental books which he met with 
‘in his journey into the East,’ as 
Lardner suggests (VIII. 390). Isido- 
rus wrote a commentary on the pro- 
phecy of Parchor, which gives au- 


thority to the conjecture: Clem. Alex. | 


\ 


Strom, V1.6. 53. 
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appealed to the authority of Glaucias who as he proudly 
affirmed was ‘an interpreter of Peter’;’ and he also 
made use of certain ‘Traditions of Matthias’ which 


claimed to be grounded on ‘ 
It appears moreover that he himself pub- 


‘ Saviour’, 


private intercourse with the 


lished a Gospel’—a ‘ Philosophy of Christianity’ as it 


1 Clem. Alex. Strom. vi. 17. 106. 
The Catholic tradition, it will be 
remembered, gave the same title to 
St Mark. 

3 [Hipp.] adv. Her. Vil. 20: Bas 
otreldns rolyuy xal ‘Ioldwpos o Bact- 
Aelouv wats yvnows cal pabyriys da- 
oly elpnxéva: MarOlay avrois Noyous 
dwoxpugous os Fxovce wapd Tou Lw- 
rijpos xar’ idlay 8daxGels. Miller 
corrects the manuscript reading Mar- 
Gay into Mar@aiow, wrongly I be- 
lieve. Cf. Clem. Alex. Strom. VII. 
17. 108. 

3 The few notices of Basilides’ 
Gospel or Commentaries ate perplex- 
ing. Origen is the first who men- 
tions a Gospel as written by him. 
Hom. i. in Luc: Ausus fuit et Ba- 
silides scribere evangelium, et suo 
illud nomine titulare. This state- 
ment is repeated by Ambrose and 
Jerome, who cannot however be con- 
sidered as independent witnesses. 
In another passage Origen has been 
supposed to allude to the Gospel of 
Basilides as identical with that of 
Marcion and Valentinus: ravra 8é 
elpnras xpos rods awd Ouadeprivov Kal 
Baotdeldou xal rovs dwo Mapxlwvos.— 
Exovor yap wal avrol rds dAdteas (the 
quotations from the Old Testament 
in Luke x. 27) év r@ xaé’ davrov’s ev- 
ayyeNly (Fr. 6 in Luc.) The last 
clause however need not refer to any 
besides the Marcionites. 


I am not aware that there are. 


any more references to the work of 
Basilides as a Gospel; but Agrippa 
Castor mentions ‘four and twenty 
‘books (récoapa wpds rots [?] efxoor) 
‘which he composed on the Gospel’ 
(els rd evayyéXov) (Euseb. H. £. Iv. 


7); Clement of Alexandria quotes 
several passages from the twenty- 
third book (Strom. Iv. 13. =e sqq-); 
and another quotation from the thir- 
teenth book (¢racta/us) occurs at the 
end of the ‘discussion between Ar- 
‘chelaus and Manes’ (Routh, v. p. 
197); and perhaps another in Ori 
Comm. in Rom. V. 1. pe. Sg 
Basilides non advertens de lege na- 
turali debere intelligi ad ineptas et 
impias fabulas sermonem apostolicum 
traxit...‘ Dixit enim’ inquit ‘apostolus 
‘ quia ego vivebam sine lege aliquando 
‘(Rom. vii. g) hoc est antequam in 
‘istud corpus venirem...’ is con- 
firms the other definite references to 
Apostolic books in a remarkable 
way. 

There is nothing in the title incon- 
sistent with the notion that it was 
based on our Gospels: (comp. Hieron. 
de Virr. [il. Legi sub nomine ejus 
(Theophilus) ## Lvangeltsem...com- 
mentarios) though this may be 
thought unlikely on other grounds. 

The character of the quotations 
from the ’Egnynrixd shews that these 
Commentaries cannot have formed 
part es ae the common 
sense of the word, but it appears 
that Basilides attached a technical 
meaning to the term: Ev 
éori aa) avrovs (the followers of 
Basilides) 7 trav vwrepxocpluw yraens, 
ds Sedndwrar, 7» 6 péyas dpywy ovx 
quleraro. [Hipp.] adv. Har. vit. 
27; cf. 26. May we not then identify 
the Commentaries with the Gospel in 
this sense, and suppose that the 
ambiguity of the word led Origen 
into error? 

Norton (II. p. 310) assumes that 
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would perhaps be called in our .days—but he admitted 
the historic truth of all the facts contained in the Canoni- 


cal Gospels’, and used them as Scripture. 


For in spite 


w his peculiar opinions the testimony of Basilides to our 


Jucknowledged’ books, as given by Hippolytus’, 


is com- 


erchensive and clear. In the few pages of his writings 
which remain there are certain references to the Gospels 
¥ St Luke, and St John, and to the Epistles of St Paul 


Mo the Romans, Corinthians, 


Ephesians, and Colossians, 


ee contents of St Matthew, and possibly also to the 


st Epistle to Timothy’. 


In addition to this he appears 
Gi used the first Epistle of St Peter‘; 


and he must 


ey admitted the Petrine type of doctrine through his 
Pee mnexion with Glaucias. And thus again, apart from the 
tensideration of particular books, an Alexandrine heretic 


‘ s 
‘= 0d spgbk: 


ed simultaneously the teaching of St Paul, St 


Feter, and St John, while Polycarp was still at Smyrna, 


gad Justin Martyr only a disciple of Plato. 
pat itself belongs to an earlier date; 


And the 
for this belief 


Mmnot have originated with him, and if we go back 


Be Homilies on Luke are not Ori- 
In this I suppose he follows 
mash conjecture of Erasmus. 


t, Orig. es, 3.13. Redepenning, 


NHipp.] ado . Her, Vil. 27: Te- 
82 ris yertcews ris mpode- 









é 
Ta wepl ro Zwrijpos ws é&y 
ar he vytyparra:. He gave 
pmyuical explanation of the Incar- 
quoting Luke i. 35 (#d. § 26). 

r See* next note. Even if these 


yeyore wdvra opolws kar’ 


St Johni. 9, p. 232 (rd Ady. €v rots 
evayy.); ii. 4, p-242. For the plural 
see p. 112, n. 2. 

Romans viii. 22, p. 238 (ws yéypa- 
Alco 241; V. 13, 14, (#a.). Cf. 
Orig. Comm. in Rom. c. 5. 

I ha sare 13, P. 240 (7 ypa- 
$7); xv. 8, p. 2 

2 Corinthians wi 4, Pp. 241 (yé- 
ypaxrat). 


Ephesians i. 21, pp. 230, 239; iii. 
3s &: PA ai 
olossians i. 26, p. 238 (Eph. iii. 


les set aside there is no evidence to 8). 


E& that Basilides ‘ignored the 
Gospels altogether.’ 


3 The following examples will be [3:0 


nBicieat to shew his method of quo- 


‘< Luke i. hay eae ea 


St Matthew ii. 1 sqq- p. 24 
r Tim. ii. 6, p. 232 a ‘xaspol 


‘ Clem. Strom. 1V. 13. 83 (1 Pet. 
iv. eA quoted by Kirchhofer, 


p- 416. 
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Apostles, 

He is said On the other hand Basilides is said to have antici- 

jected some | pated Marcion in the rejection of the Pastoral Epistles 

the Canon. | and of that to the Hebrews; but Clement intimates 
that these books were commonly condemned by those 
who ‘fancied’ that their opinions were characterized in 
them as ‘false-named wisdom;’ and there is no reason 
to suppose that this judgment was the result of any 
historical inquiry’. Jerome speaks of it as a piece of 
arbitrary dogmatism based on ‘their heretical authority,’ 
and unsustained by any definite arguments. 

innscKee Isidorus the son of Basilides maintained the doctrine 
of his father; nor need we believe that he differed from 
him in his estimation of the Apostolic writings. Some 
fragments of his works have been preserved by Clement 
of Alexandria, but I have noticed nothing in them 
| bearing on the books of the New Testament. 

§ 4. Carpocrates. 

Carpocrates The accounts of Carpocrates are very meagre, and 

Apoates Mt all apparently come from one source. He was an 

& ay. 


Alexandrine, and a contemporary of Basilides*. No- 
thing is said directly of his views of the Apostolic 
writings; but it is mentioned incidentally that he held 


1 Hieron. Pref. in Ep. ad Tit.: se pro veritate intelligant, qua ipsi 
Nonnullas [epistolas] inte repu- non erubescunt falsa simulare. 


| 


diandas crediderunt: ad Timotheum 
videlicet utramque, ad Hebrzos, et 
ad Titum. Et si quidem redderent 
causas cur eas Apostoli non puta- 
rent, tentaremus aliquid respondere.et 
forsan satisfacere lectori. Nunc vero 
cum heeretica auctoritate pronuncient 
et dicant Illa epistola Pauli est, 
hc non est; ea auctoritate repelli 


Perhaps we may refer to this school 
the general statement of Clement, urd 
ratrns édeyxbpevor rs Gwwijs (1 Tim. 
vi. 20) of dwo raw alpécewr ras wxpés 
Tipb0eor dGerotow emtorords (Strom. 
ii. 13,4 52). 

2 Clem. Alex. Strom, Ul. 2. 5 
Iren.c. Har. I. 25. 
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he Apostles themselves—‘Peter and Paul and the; Ctriv 
rest’"—as nowise inferior to Christ Himself’. This 

opinion followed naturally from his views of the Person 
of Christ ; but the close juxtaposition of St Peter and 
St Paul is worthy of notice. 

From another passage in Irenzus it may be con- 
ltuded that the Carpocratians received our Canonical 
ls, adapting them to their own doctrine by strange 
itions. Thus they applied the parable of the man 
his adversary to the relation of man to the devil, 

office they held it to be ‘to convey the souls of 
‘the dead to the Prince of the world, who in turn gave 
them to an attendant spirit to imprison in another 
heh till they had been engaged in every act done in 
the world*.’ 
The key-word of the system of Carpocrates in itself 
bore witness to the teaching of St Paul and St John rei 
‘Men are saved,’ he said, ‘by faith and love*,’ but the | $¢ axl and 
corollary which he drew from this truth on the essential 
indifference of actions seems to shew that he did not 
combine the teaching of St James with that of the other 
Apostles‘. 


The Carfo- 
cratians req 
ceived our 


Gospels. 







Matt. v. 25; 
Luke xii. 58. 





I 
Their sys- 
lem come 





MIren. c. Her. 1.28.2. [Hipp.] * The fragments of Zi hanes | 
ply. Her. Vii. 31. Epiphanius (Har. (Clem. Alex. Strom. 111.3. 6 ae the | 
Kxvit. 2) says Iérpov xal ‘Av3péov son of Carpocrates contain no direct | 
tl Waddov. Ido not know how to scriptural quotations; but the whole . 
in the special mention of St 4”- argument on justice reads like a com- 
. His connexion with St Peter ment on Matt. v. 45. The passage 
Words scarcely sufficient reason. in 8 7, wh cumels 7d TOO dwoorbAov 
3 Tren. ¢. Har, 1. 25. 4. pnrdy dAéyovros’ “kd vouou riy duap- 
Siren. c. Her. 1. 25. 5: 84 wl- rlay Eyvwy (Rom. vii. 7), is a remark 
Tews yip xal dydrys cuwfecda ra of Clement’s, cumnels referring to gyno 
b Xewd ddidgopa Syra xara rv inthe former sentence. It is neces- 
Ker rOv dvOpwrwy wi pew dyad sary to notice this, as the words have 
§ 82 cand voultecOau, otdevds dice. been quoted as used by Epiphanes. 
ued umdpxorros. Cf. Epiph. Her. XxX. 4. 
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§ 5. Valentinus. 


Shortly after Basilides began to propagate his doc: 
trines another system arose at Alexandria, which was 
the result of similar causes, and was moulded ona 
similar type. Its author Valentinus was like Basilides 
probably an Egyptian, and his writings betray a famil- 
arity with Jewish opinions’, After the example of the 
Christian teachers of his age he went to Rome, which 
he chose as the centre of his labours. Irenzeus relates 
that ‘he came there during the episcopate of Hygine 
‘was at his full vigour in the time of Pius, and ce 
‘tinued there till the time of Anicetus®’ Thus he was 
at Rome when Polycarp came on his mission from ti 
Eastern Church; and Marcion may have been z 
his hearers, His testimony is as venerable in point a 
age as that of Justin; and he is removed by one gent 
tion only from the time of St John. 

Just as Basilides claimed through Glautias the autho 
rity of St Peter, Valentinus professed to follow t 
teaching of Theodas a disciple of St Paul* The ar 
cumstance is important ; for it shews that at the begit 
ning of the second century, alike within and without tae 
Church, the sanction of an Apostle was considered to bé 
a sufficient proof of Christian doctrine; and Tertulli 
says that in this he differed from Marcion, that he @ 
least professed to accept ‘the whole Instrument,’ 
verting the interpretation where Marcion mutilated the 
text*. The few unquestionable fragments of Valen 

1 Cf. Epiph. /Zer. Xxx1. 3. Mas- Alius manu scripturas, alius ocnesl 


suet, Diss. 1. 1. 1. expositione intervertit. Neque ental 
3 Iren. c. Her, 111. 4. 3(ap. Euseb. si Valentinus integro Instramest 


| H. E. iv. 11), uti videtur, non callidiore ingest 


3 Clem. Alex. Strom. vil. 17. 106. quam Marcion [manus intulit west 
* Tertull. de Prescr. Heret. 38: tati?] Marcion enim exserte et pa 
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tinus’ contain but little which points to passages of Scrip- 
ture*. If it were clear that the anonymous quotations in 
Hippolytus were derived from Valentinus himself? the list 
would be much enlarged, and include a citation of the 
Epistle to the Ephesians as ‘Scripture,’ and clear refer- 
ences to the Gospels of St Luke and St John, to 1 Corin- 
thians‘, perhaps also to the Epistle to the Hebrews and ' 


the first Epistle of St John’ 


lam machzra non stylo usus est: 
quoniam ad materiam suam ca#dem 
scripturarum confecit. Valentinus 
autem pepercit: quoniam non ad ma- 
teriam scripturas, sed materiam ad 
scripturas excogitavit: et tamen plus 
abstulit et plus adjecit, auferens pro- 
prietates singulorum quoque verbo- 
rum et adjiciens dispositiones non 
comparentium rerum. By uéividetur 
I understand that Tertullian describes 
the profession of Valentinus; not that 
he 3 pea any doubt as to the fact. 

1 Very little is known of the writ- 
ings of Valentinus. Clement quotes 
Homilies and Letters; and in the 
Dialogue against Marcion a long pas- 

is taken from his treatise ‘On 
the Origin of Evil.’ 

2 Clem. Strom. 1. 20 314. St 
Matt. v. 8; xix. 17. In the latter 
place the reading of Valentinus was 
probably els éorly dyaGds, 6 warip’ 


which is also given by Clement: 


Strom. V. 64 (els dya0ds 6 warnp and 
the remarkable Latin MS. ¢, which 
bears a remarkable resemblance to D. 
D itself reads simply els éorly dyads. 
Clem. Strom. Iv. 13.93. Rom. i. 20. 

3 In the former editions of this essay 
I ed these anonymous passages 
to Valentinus. If Valentinus ‘ heard’ 
one ‘who was acquainted with St 
Paul’ (Clem. /. ¢.) internal evidence 
cannot be urged against the view. 
But a fresh and careful examination 
of the whole section of Hippolytus 
makes me feel that the evidence is so 
uncertain, that I cannot be sure in 
this case, as in the case of Basilides, 
that Hippolytus is quoting the words 


of the founder. I am therefore un- | 
willing any longer to use an authority | 
which can fairly be challenged. At 
the same time there is very much to be | 
urged in favour of the opinion that | 
ig quotations are from Valentinus. | 

n cc. 39—38 Hippolytus a rs 
to deal with the opinions of Valen- 
tinus (ra r@ Odadevrivy Soxoivra): in : 
cc. 855 he deals with the opinions | 
of the Valentinian school (ol dwo rf | 
Ovaderrivoi oxodjjs). In the first great 
division he notices divergences of in- 
terpretation which had arisen on 
asa of the Master’s teaching among 

ter Valentinians, but always goes 
back to ‘he says.’ In the second 
division he quotes constantly by name 
the authorities whom he uses. It 
further appears that he was ac- 
quainted with writings of Valentinus 
(c. 37 p- 198; C. 42 p. 303). 

I cannot but add that the whole | 
system of Valentinus is unintelligible 
to me unless the Gospel of St John 
is presupposed. Can any one sup- 
pose that the Hebdomas of Valen- 
tinus vols, ad7jOea, Adyos, wh, ay- 
Opwwros, éxxAnola, 6 rarhp, was earlier 
than St John’s Gospel or independent 
of it when compared with that of Si- 
mon, vots, éxlyaa, bvoua, pwr, Noy:- 
opuos, évOdunors, o dors, ords, ornod- 
wevos ([Hipp.] adv. Her. 1v. 51)? 
Compare Sanday, Zhe Fourth Gospel, 
pp. 8 ff. 

* In vi. 35 (Rom. viii. 11) the true 
reading is, I believe, gaci and not | 

t. 
5 The references are: 
St Luke i. 35 (&yvov is a predi- 
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But though no charge is brought against Valentinus 
of mutilating the Canon or the books of the New Testa- 
ment, he is said to have introduced verbal alterations, 
‘correcting without hesitation’ as well as ‘introducing 
‘new explanations’’ And his followers acted with 
greater boldness, if the words of Origen are to be taken 
strictly, in which he says that ‘he knows none other who 
‘have altered the form (“erayapd£Eavras) of the Gospel 
‘besides the followers of Marcion, of Valentinus, and, as 
‘he believes, of Lucanus*.’ However this may be, the 
whole question belongs rather to the history of the text 
than to the history of the Canon; and the statement of 
Tertullian is fully satisfied by supposing that Valentinus 
employed a different recension from that of the Vetus 
Latina, But it is of consequence to remark that textual 
differences even in heretical writings attracted the notice 
of the early Fathers; and is it then possible that they 
would have neglected to notice graver differences as to 
the authority or reception of books of the New Testa- 
ment if they had really existed? Their very silence is 
a proof of the general agreement of Christians on the 
Canon; a proof which gains irresistible strength when 


cate); [Hipp.] adv. Her. vi, 35 (rd antithesis seems to involve the ide 


elpnpuévop). of an ecclesiastical Canon. 
St John x. 8; 45. VI. 35. 1 Tertull. de Presser. Heret. 3: 
1 Corinth. ii. 14; #3. VI. 34. xv.8; Item Valentinus aliter exponens, e 
cf. 26. 31. sine dubio emendans, hoc omnino 
Ephes. iii. § ; #5. VI. 35. iii. 14—18; quicquid emendat ut mendosum re- 
ib. 34 (9 ypady). tro anterius fuisse demonstrat. The 
ebr. xii. 22; cf. 25. VI. 30. connexion of the passage requires the 
1 John iv. 8; cf. #5. v1. 29. reading anferius for - CE 


Inanobscure passage(Clem. Strom. p. 298, note 4. 
VI. 6. §2) Valentinus contrasts ‘what 7 Orig. c. Cels. 11. 27. I have 
‘is written in popular books (rais already given an explanation of the 
‘Snpoclos Bi8\us) with that which passage in which Ori has been 
‘is written in the Church’ (ra yeyp. supposed to connect the Gospel of 
éy ry éxxd.). By ‘popular books’ Marcion with that of Valentinus: 


| Clement understands ‘either the p. 294, n. 3- 


' ‘Jewish or Gentile writings.’ The 





| VALENTINUS. 


mbined with the natural testimony of heretical writ- 
gs, and the partial exceptions by which it is occasion- 
lly limited. 

The Valentinians however are said to have cones ! 
inew Gospel : ‘casting aside all fear, and bringing for- 
ward their own compositions, they boast that they have 
more Gospels than there really are. For they have 
'dvanced to such a pitch of daring as to entitle a book | 
‘which was composed by them not long since the Gospel 
‘of Truth, though it accords in no respect with the 
‘Gospels of the Apostles; so that the Gospel in fact 
‘annot exist among them without blasphemy. For if| 
‘that which they bring forward is the Gospel of Truth, | 
nd still is unlike those which are delivered to us by | 
'the Apostles—they who please can learn sow from the 
lwritings themselves—it is shewn at once that that which ! 
lis delivered to us by the Apostles is not the Gospel : 
‘of Truth’ What then was this Gospel? If it had 
ben a history of our Blessed Lord, and yet wholly at | 
tariance with the Canonical Gospels, it is evident that! 
he Valentinians could not have received these—nor in- | 
eed any one of them—as they undoubtedly did. And ' 
ere then a new light is thrown upon the character of 7 
ome of the early Apocryphal Gospels, which has been | 
p part anticipated by what was said of the Gospel of | 
Basilides*. The Gospels of Basilides and Valentinus | 
ontained their systems of Christian doctrine, their views | 
f ‘the Gospel’ philosophically and not historically®. | 








2 Iren. ¢. Har. 111. 11.9. Inthe Ican see no reason for doubting the 

pt clause I have a the punc- correctness of Irenzus’ statement. 
Norton (11. The book may have been brought 

common reading gives prominently under his notice with- 

i same sense. out having had any permanent au- 

I believe that no mention of this thority among the Valentinians. 

ospel occurs elsewhere, except in 7? Cf. p. 294, n. 3. 

‘ext.] de Prascr. Haret.c. 49. But * This common use of the word 
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The writers of these new Gospels in no way necessarily 
interfered with the old. They sought, as far as we can 

learn, to embody their spirit and furnish a key to their 

meaning, rather than to supersede their use. The Valen- 

'tinians had more Gospels than the Catholic Church, since 

they accepted an authoritative doctrinal Gospel. 

The titles of some of the other Gnostic Gospels 
confirm what has been said. Two are mentioned by 
Epiphanius in the account of those whom he calls 
‘Gnostics, as if that were their specific name, the 
| Gospel of Eve and the Gospel of Perfection. Neither of 
| these could be historic accounts of the Life of Christ, 
'and the slight description of their character which he 
adds illustrates the wide use of the word ‘Gospel.’ The 
first was an elementary account of Gnosticism, ‘ based on 
.‘foolish visions and testimonies, called by the name of 
|‘Eve, as though it had been revealed to her by the 
‘serpent'.’ The second was a ‘seductive composition, no 
| ‘Gospel, but a consummation of woe*.’ 
The analogy of the title of this Gospel of Perfection 

leaves little doubt as to the character of the Gosfel of 


Truth. Puritan theology can furnish numerous similar 
| 

occurs in Rev. xiv. 6, which passage ews roi \adnoapros ary Sdews owo- 
has given rise in our own days to pdpy UrorlOevri...opuarrar 8¢ dwo ju- 
: the strangest and most widespread pé&v paprypidy xal dxraciaw... 
. Apocryphal ‘Gospel’—that of the In the next section Epiphanius 
Mormonites—which the world has quotes a passage from it containing 
' yet seen. a clear enunciation of Pantheism 
| The ‘Gospel of Marcion’ may seem _ which is of great interest. 
‘an exception, but it will beremem- 7 Epiph. /. c.: éwiwNaoroe eled- 
_bered that he called it the Gospel of yovow dyuyipdy ti Tolnua, @ wocy- 


| Christ—Christianity, in other words, eva 
"as seen in the life of Christ. Our 
Canonical Gospels recognise the hu- 
man teacher by whom it is conveyed 
tous: evayyéXcov Xpicrot nara Mar- 
Gator. 
1 Epiph. Her. XXVI. 2: els Sbvopa 
‘yap abrns [Edas] dn0ev ws edpovons 
7d Sropa rns yrwoews €E dwoKadt- 


retpart éxéGevro ovoma, 
Terewwdoews rtolTo pdoxovres’ xal dX\¥- 
Os ovK evayyéXoy tolro GANG weér- 
Bous reXelwers. 

Mr Norton has insisted just 
on the fact that the A Meth cied 
pels were speculative or mystical 
treatises and not records of the Life 
of Christ: 11. pp. 302 ff. 
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les, And the partial currency of such a book among 
the Valentinians offers not the slightest presumption 
against their agreement with Catholic Christians on the 
exclusive claims of the four Gospels to be the records of 
Christ’s life. These they took as the basis of their 
speculations ; and by the help of Commentaries endea- 
voured to extract from them the principles which they 
maintained. But this will form the subject of the next 
section. 


§ 6. Heracleon. 


The history of Heracleon the great Valentinian 
commentator is full of uncertainty. Nothing is known 
of his country or parentage. Hippolytus classes him 
with Ptolemzus as belonging to the Italian school of 
Valentinians’; and we may conclude from this that he 
chose the West as the scene of his labours. Clement 
describes him as the most esteemed of his sect?, and 
Origen says that ‘he was reported to have been a 
‘familiar friend of Valentinus’” If we assume this 
statement to be true, his writings cannot well date later 
than the first half of the second century‘; and he claims 
the title of the first commentator on the New Testa- 
ment. 


1 [Hipp.] adv. Her. vi. 35: xal * Epiphanius indeed speaks of him 
ytyovev evreiber 1 SidacxaNla avrwy as later than Marcus (Afar. XXXVI. 
Sippnuérn, wal xadeirac n wey avaro- 2). The exact chronology of the 
Aw Tis dcdacxaNa xar’ avrovs 7 52 early heretics is very uncertain. In 
*Iraduwrixy. Ol pev dwd rns "Ira- fact at least all those with whom we 
Mas, dw doriy ‘Hpaxdéww xal Ilrode- have to do at present must have been 
paiot pacly, x.r.\. Clement of Alex- contemporaries. It is surprising that 
andria made éw:ropal éx raw Qeodd- Irenzus mentions Heracleon only 
rov xal rns avaroXtnns KkaXovu- once in passing (II. 4. 1) since he 
Berns Stdacxartlas. was closely associated with Ptole- 

2 Clem. Alex. Strom. 1V. 9. 73: 6 meus against whom the work of 
rs OuaNerrivou oxodns Soximwraros. Irenaeus was specially directed. 

> Comm. in Foan. Tom. 11. § 8. 
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There is no evidence to determine how far the Com- 
mentaries of Heracleon extended. Fragments of his 
comments on the Gospels of St Luke and St John have 
been preserved by Clement of Alexandria and Origen. 
And the very existence of these fragments shews clearly 
the precariousness of our information on early Christian 
literature. Origen quotes his comments on St John 
repeatedly, but gives no hint that Heracleon had written 
anything else. Clement refers to his interpretation of a 
passage of St Luke and is silent as to the Commentary 
on St John’. Hippolytus makes no mention of either. 

The fragments contain allusions to the Gospel of St 
Matthew, to the Epistles of St Paul to the Romans and 
the first to the Corinthians, and to the second Epistle to 
Timothy’; but the character of the comments themselves 
is the most striking testimony to the estimation in which 
the Apostolic writings were held. The sense of the 
Inspiration of the Evangelists—of some providential 
guidance by which they were led to select each fact in 
their history and each word in their narrative—is not 
more complete in Origen. The first Commentary on 
the New Testament exhibits the application of the same 
laws to its interpretation as were employed in the Old 
Testament. The slightest variation of language was 


1 Clem. Alex. Strom. IV. 9. 73 Sq- 
Tovroy étnyounevos tov Témroy (i.e. 
Luke xii. 11 f.). Clement is a perfectly 
competent witness to the fact that 
Heracleon did comment on this pas- 
sage of St Luke; but it cannot be 
certainly deduced from his words 
that Heracleon wrote a continuous 
Commentary on the Gospel. This 
is indeed unlikely. The second pas- 
sage is commonly referred to his 
Commentary on St Luke (ap. Clem. 
Alex. Frag. Eclog. Proph. § 25): 
Evia 5 ws pyow Hpaxréwy rupl ra 


ora trav odpayionevuw xareonpt- 
payTo ourws axolcayres TO dwogreX- 
xév. Cf. Iren. ¢. Har. 1. 25.6. The 
reference is to the ‘baptism with fire’ 
(Luke iii. 16). 

3 The references are: 

St Matthew viii. 12; Orig. i Foan. 
Tom. XIII. § 59. 

Romans xii. 13 Orig. zd. § 25. i. 
253 “ §1 fs 

1 Corinthians, Orig. id. § 59. 

2 Timothy ii. a; Clem. Alex. 
Strom. IV. bc. 


VW 


HERACLEON. 





NEld to be significant’. 
COnceal hidden truths. 


Numbers were supposed to 
The whole record was found to 








be pregnant with spiritual meaning, conveyed by the | 


teaching of events in themselves real and instructive. 
It appears also that differences between the Gospels 
were felt, and an attempt made to reconcile them’. 
And it must be noticed that authoritative spiritual 
teaching was not limited to our Lord’s own words, but 
the remarks of the Evangelist also were received as 
possessing an inherent weight’. 

The introduction of Commentaries implies the 
strongest belief in the authenticity and authority of the 
New Testament Scriptures; and this belief becomes 
more important when we notice the source from which 
they were derived. They took their rise among heretics, 
and not among Catholic Christians. Just as the earliest 
Fathers applied themselves to the Old Testament to 
bring out its real harmony with the Gospel, so heretics 
“endeavoured to reconcile the Gospel with their own 
systems. Commentaries were made where the want for 
them was pressing. But unless the Gospels had been 
generally accepted the need for such works would not 
have been felt. Heracleon was forced to turn and 


? I cannot help quoting one criti-. 


cism which seems to me far truer in 
principle than much which is com- 
monly written on the prepositions of 
the New Testament. Writing on 
Luke xii.‘8 he remarks: ‘ With good 
‘reason Christ says of those who con- 
*fess Him i me (duonr. év éuol), but 
* of those who deny Him me (apy. ue) 
‘only. For these even if they con- 
‘fess Him with their voice deny Him, 
“since they confess Him not in their 
‘action. But they alone make con- 
* fession ## Him who live in the con- 
‘ fession and action that accords with 
“Him; 2 whom also He makes con- 


C. 


‘fession, having Himself embraced 
‘them, and being held fast by thein’ 
(Clem. Alex. Strom. Iv. 1. ¢.). 

2 Orig. in Foan. X. § 21: 0 wévras 
ye ‘Hpax\éwy ro év rpiol gnow 
dyrl rob év rplry...(John ii. 19). 

3 A collection of the fragments of 
Heracleon is published (after Mas- 
suet) at the end of Stieren’s edition 
of Irenzeus; but much still is wanting 
to make the collection complete. His 
Commentary on the fourth chapter 
of St John will illustrate most of the 
statements in the text. Orig. i 
Foan. Tom. XIII. § 10 sqq. 


>.< 
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Chap. iv. | modify much that he found in St John, which he would | 
not have done if the book had not been received beyond |= 
all doubt’. And his evidence is the more valuable, 
| because it appears that he had studied the history of 
the Apostles, and spoke of their lives with certainty”. 
bbb aS In addition to the books of the New Testament 
the Preach- 


Heracleon quoted the Preaching of Peter. In this he 
did no more than Clement of Alexandria and Gregory 
of Nazianzus; and Origen when he mentions the quo- 
tation does not venture to pronounce absolutely on the 
character of the book®. It is quite possible that it 
contained many genuine fragments of the Apostle’s 
teaching; and the fact that it was used for illustration‘ 
affords no proof that it was placed on the same footing 
as the Canonical Scriptures. 


ing of Peter. 


§ 7. Ptolemeus. 


The position 


of Ptole- 
mecus. 


| 


Ptolemzus, like Heracleon, was a disciple of Valen- 


tinus, and is classed with 


tinguished from the Eastern School’. 


him in the Italian as dis- 
Irenzus in his 


great work specially proposed to refute the errors of 
his followers; and it appears that he reduced the 


1 Thus to John i. 3 ov3¢ & he 
added rw éy rw xbopy cal rp xrloe 
(Ong. #2 Foan.11. § 8). He argued 
that John i. 18 contained the words 
of the Baptist, and not of the Evan- 
gelist (Orig. 17 Foan. Tom. vi. § 2); 
and in like manner he supposed that 
the words of Ps. lxix. 9 as used in 
John ii. 17 were applied not to our 
Lord but to ‘the powers which He 
‘had ejected’ (Orig. 1% oan. X. 19). 
These forced interpretations were 
made from doctrinal motives, and in 
themselves sufficiently prove that St 
John’s Gospel was no Gnostic work. 

2 Clem. Alex. Strom. IV. 4. ¢.: ob 


yap wdvres ol ow Sspnevot wporSynoar 
Thy &a r7s puns dporoylay cal éf- 
nrOov é& wy MarOaioes, SlX\cwwes, 
Owuds, Aevis (i. e. Zi addens), xel 
dot woddol. 
$ rec in Foan. Tom. Xiu § 17. 
Cf App 
The qa quotation which Heracleon 
see was in illustration of our Lord's 
teaching on the true worship, John 
iv. 22. The passage in question is 
a telipy ede Strom. V1. §- 40, 41- 
] adv. Hur. V1. 38. Ter- 
‘alii (any. Val. 4) places Ptole- 
mzeus before Heracleon. 


1) PTOLEMAUS. 








Sy ee ee 
Valentinian system to order and consistency, and pre- 
Snted it under its most attractive aspect. 
Epiphanius has preserved an important letter which | #éLeterto 
Ptolemzus addressed to an ‘honourable sister Flora,’ in 
which he maintains the composite and imperfect cha- 
racter of the Law. In proof of this doctrine he quoted 
words of our Lord recorded by St Matthew, the pro- 
logue to St John’s Gospel, and passages from St Paul’s 
Epistles to the Romans, the first to the Corinthians, and 
that to the Ephesians’. He appealed, it is true, to an 
esoteric rule of interpretation, but there is nothing to | 
shew that he added to or subtracted from the Christian 
Scriptures. ‘You will learn,’ he says, ‘by the gift of 
‘God in due course the origin and generation [of evil], 
‘when you are deemed worthy of the Apostolic tradition, 
‘which we also have received by due succession, while 
‘at the same time you measure all our statements by 
‘the teaching of the Saviour *.’ 
Many other fragments of the teaching if not of the | Fragments 


books of Ptolemzus have been preserved by Irenzus? ; ing precre- 


and though they are full of forced explanations of oh a 
Scripture, they recognise even in their wildest theories 
the importance of every detail of narrative or doctrine. 
He found support for his doctrine in the Parables, the 
Miracles, and the facts of our Lord’s life, as well as in 
the teaching of the Apostles. In the course of the 
exposition of his system quotations occur from the 
four Gospels, and from the Epistles of St Paul to the 





1 Epiph. Her. Xxxi11. 3 sqq. 3 Tren. ¢. Har. 1. 1 sqq. After 
_3 Epiph. /Zer. Xxx. 7: wadnoe the exposition of the Valentinian sys- 
yap Oeou Si8Svros éf%s kal rhy rovrov tem is completed (1. 8. 5), the Latin 
apxny re kal yévynow, atiouuéyy THs Version adds: ef Prolemaeus quidem 
Gwoorokiys wapaddcews yr éx diado- sfa. There is however nothing to 
xR Kal muels rape:hyngpaper, werd cal correspond to these words in the 
Tov xavorlcas xdvras rods Noyous Tp Greek. 
vou owrnpos ddacxaNig. 


XZ 
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Chap. iv. | Romans, the first to the Corinthians, to the Galatians, 
: Ephesians, and Colossians’. Two statements however 


| which he makes are at variance with the Gospels; that 
| our Lord’s ministry was completed in a year; and that 
| He continued for eighteen months with His disciples 
‘after His Resurrection. The first, which has found 
; advocates in modern times’, is remarkable because it 
lis chiefly opposed to St John’s Gospel, on which the 


Valentinians rested with most assurance: the second . 


was held by Ptolemzus in common with the Ophites*. 


§ 8. The Marcosians. 


The Marco- One sect of the Valentinians was distinguished by 


sians made 


use of Ago. {the use of Apocryphal. writings. ‘The Marcosians,: 
wvhing. | Irenzeus writes, ‘introduce with subtlety an unspeakable 
‘multitude of Apocryphal and spurious writings (ype 
‘gai), which they themselves forged, to confound the 
‘foolish, and those who know not the Scriptures (ypap- 
‘pata) of truth*®.” In the absence of further evidence it 
is impossible to pronounce exactly on the character of 
| these books: it is sufficient to know that ‘they did not 


| supplant the Canonical Scriptures. At the same time 


1 The following references may be Galatians vi. 14 (1. 3. §). 
| noticed : Ephesians i. 10 (I. 3. 4)3 iti- 31 
Matthew v. 18 (Iren. 1. 3. 2); ix. (3. 3. 1); v.13 (1. 8. 5); v.32 (5. 8. 4) 
| 20 (I. 3. 3); x- 34 (I. 3. 5)3 xili- 33 Colossians i. 16 (I. 4. 5); ii. g and 
(1. 8. 3); xx. 1 (I. 3..1)3 xxvii. 46 iii. rr (1. 3. 4). 
and xxvi. 38(I. 8. 2). 2 In particular this opinion has 
Mark v. 31 (I. 3. 3); xX. 21 (1.3.5). been supported with very forcible 
Luke ii. 42 (I. 3. 2); iii. 17 (1. 3. arguments by Canon Browne, Orde 
5); vi. 13 (1. 3- 2); vill. qt (I. 8.2); Swclorum, pp. 8o ff. 
| ix. §7 sqq. and xix. § (I. 8. 3). 3 Tren.c. Har. 1. 3. 2, 3; cf te 
i John xii. 27 (var. lect. 1. 8 2); 14. 
. i, 1 sqq. (1. 8. §). ‘Tren. c. Her. 1. 20. 21. Among 
Romans xi. 16 (1. 8. 3); xi. 36 these was a Gospel of the Infancy, 
(I. 3. 4). containing a similar story to that @ 
1 Corinthians i. 18 (1. 3. 5); xi. 10 the Gospel of Thomas, c. 6. 
and xv. 8 (1. 8, 2); xv. 48 (1. 8. 3). 





THE MARCOSIANS. 


ir appearance in this connexion is not without im- 
ttance. Marcus the founder of the sect was probably 
ative of Syria’; and it is well known that Syria was 
tile in those religious tales which are raised to too 


‘at importance by being named Gospels. 


But whatever these Apocryphal writings may have 
en, the words of Irenzeus shew that they were easily 









itinguishable from Holy Scripture; and the Marco-| 


ns themselves bear witness to the familiar use of 

r Gospels. The formularies which Marcus instituted | Sut they ad- 
ntain references to the Gospel of St Matthew, and 
thaps to the Epistle to the Ephesians’. 
g of his followers offers coincidences with all four 
ospels. These Gospel-quotations present remarkable 
ious readings, but there is no reason to suppose that 
ey were borrowed from.any other source than the 
anonical books. Irenzus evidently considered that 
ey were taken thence; and while he accuses the 
arcosians of ‘adapting’ certain passages of the Gos- 
4s to their views, the connexion shews that they 
mpered with the interpretation and not with the 


xt®. 


' This may be deduced from his 
: of Aramaic liturgical forms. 
mc. Her. 3. 21. 3. 
"Isren. ¢. Har. 1. 13. 3 (Matt. 
i. 10); 1. 13. 3(Eph. iii. 16, wAn- 
fat gou Tér Low dvOpwror). 
' The various readings are of con- 
erable interest when taken in con- 
tion with those of the Gospel- 
stations of Justin. They are ex- 
ly of such a character as might 
te from careless copying or quo- 
ion. In some respects also they 
supported by other authority. 
ave given the passages at length 
th the variations from the Gospels) 
t they may be compared with 
tin (Iren. c. Har. 1. 20, 2 3qq.). 


The teach- 


Matt. xi. 25 sqq.: €fonodo0yHoo- | 


pal (-otpar. So Int. Lat.) coe II 4- 
Tep kupce Tay otpaywy (rol ovpa- 


you) kal ris ys, Ort dwéxpuwpas | 


(€xpuyas raira. 


copay kal cuverwy xal dwexd- | 
Aupas avra ynwlots. Ovd (val) o. 


Tlarhp pov (om.), ore Euwporbéy cou 


evdoxla poe ¢yévero (otrus dy. ev. 
Eump. gov. sta Pater meus, quoniam 
in conspectu tuo placitum factum est. | 


Int. Lat.). 


So Int. Lat.) dw | 


Ildyra por rapedb6n | 


urd Tov Ilarpés pov’ cal oddels . 
éyrw roy Ilardépa ef ph 6 Tlés, cal, 
Toy Tldy ef ph 6 Tlarhp cal @ avo 
Tids dwoxad’yy. For the last clause | 


Mat 


136, note I. 
t. xi. 28, 29: Sedre...tpas 


\ 
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generally to St Paul in 


[Paar 


Besides quoting the Gospels the Marcosians referred iF 


support of their peculiar 


opinions. ‘They said that Paul in express terms had 


Testament are less certain. 


cal pddere dw énot ray ris dd7- 
Oelas Tlarépa xaryyyeAxévar. 5 yap 
oux decay, dyol, Tolro avrois vwé- 
oxero &cddtea». The last words shew 
that rdv—xarmyyeAxévat formed no 
part of the quotation, which agrees 
verbally with St Matthew, omitting 
one clause. 

Mark x. 18; Matt. xix. 16: rl pe 
Adyecs dyaddy (Mk.); els €oriv 
dya6és (Mt.), 6 Tlarhp év rots 
ovpayois. Cf. p. 156. The pas- 
sage is referred to by Ptolemzeus 
thus (Epiph. Ar. xXx 7): &a 
yap pévov elvar dyalor Gedy rop éav- 
Tov warépa 6 owrip huwv drepypvaro. 
See Cod. D, Mark x. 18. 

Matt. xxi. 23: éy wolg duvdpe 
(€Eovelg) rovro (raira) woreis; 

Mark x. 38: 80vacGe To Ba- 
wrigna Barricbhvar a eyo pAddw 
( BawrlfecOar (Baxrrl{oua); Méd\Aw 
Bawr. answers to Matt. xx. 22, uéAAw 
wivew. Cf. p. 156. 

Luke ii. 49: ovx ofd3are (so D, al., 
Tert.: gdecre) Src €v rots rod ra- 

tpdbs pou Set pe efvac; 
| Luke xii. §0: wal ddXo (om. both 
words) Badrricpua (+ de) Exw Ba- 
wricOjvat, kal wdvu éwelyoua els 
auré (wws curdxopac Ews Grov reXe- 
| 769). This change is a good instance 
| of an interpretative gloss. 
| Luke xix. 42: ef fyyvws cal od 
| onpepoy (ev TH Nuépa Ta’ry) TA wpos 


ee a rar a eS em 








| eloponr expvBn Sé (viv de exp. 


‘frequently indicated the redemption in Christ Fesus; 
‘and that this was that doctrine which was variously 
‘and incongruously delivered by them’. 

The coincidences with the other parts of the New 


An allusion to the Deluge 


bears a marked similarity to the passage in the first 
Epistle of St Peter*; and among the titles of our Lord 


ard dp0arpwr) cov. 

John xx. 24. Cf. Iren. 1. 18. 3. 

One passage causes me some per- 
plexity. It stands thus in Iren. 1 
20.2: év ry elpnxévas Tlo\Adaas éxe- 
Oiunoa axotica ia tur bye rov- 
Twy kal ovx Ecxov row époiyra, ép- 
palvovrés gacw elvac ba Tov dvds 
Tov ddr\nOws eva Bedry Oy ovK éyrwxet- 
gav. The Latin Version offers no 
various reading. Stieren supposes 
that the words are taken from an 
Apocryphal Gospel; but that is con- 
trary to what Irenzus says. May 
we not change ére@vunoa into ére- 
Ovpnoay, and refer to Matt. xiii. 17? 
This emendation gives éyrwxeear & 
natural antecedent, and improves, 
unless Iam mistaken, the connexion 
of the passage. [Dr Abbot points 
out that Mr Norton made the same 
emendation, reading also roAAol «al 
for wodddxs, and dt Tow époiw- 
ras for di rou évbs (Asthorship of 
the Fourth Gospel, p. 96).] 

1 Tren. «. Har. 1. 21. 3. The 
phrase occurs in the Epistle of St 
Paul to the Romans (iii. 24), Ephe- 
sians (i. 7), and Colossians (i. 14). 
The words of the Marcosians may 
consequently be taken as a testimony 
to these Epistles. 

2 Iren. c. Her. 1. 18. 3; 1 Peter 
iii. 20. The recurrence of the same 
word StecwPyocay makes the similar- 
ity more worthy of notice. 
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THE MARCOSIANS. 


occurs Alpha and Omega, which they would appear to 
have borrowed from the Apocalypse’. Apart from this 
special coincidence, the whole reasoning of the Marco- 
sians shews a clear resemblance to the characteristic 
symbolism of the Apocalypse, which is distinguished by 
the sanction that it gives to a belief in the deep mean- 
ing of letters and numbers. And this belief, though 
carried to an extravagant extent, lies at the bottom of 
the Marcosian speculations. The principle of interpreta- 
.tion is one which I cannot attempt to discuss, but it is 
again a matter of interest to trace the general agreement 
between the contents of the Canon and the bases on 
which heretical sects professed to build their systems. 
If we suppose that the ‘acknowledged’ books of the New 
Testament were in universal circulation and esteem, we 
find in them an adequate explanation of the manifold 
developments of heresy. In whatever direction the de- 
velopment extended, it can be traced to some starting 


point in the Apostolic writings’. 


1 Tren. c. Her. 1. 14. 63 15. 1. 
The allusion would be certain beyond 
doubt if da roéro gyoly aurdy a Kal 
@ could be translated, as Stieren 
-translates it,...2pse se dicit A et Q. 
It is evident from the next sentence 
that ¢yclv implies a quotation. Must 
we not read aurés, ‘on this account 
(he says) he is...’? (Mr Hort has 
pointed out to me that the full 
phrase occurs in [Hipp.] adv. Her. 
VI. 49: Kai &:4 rovro 6¢ daly avror 
Aéyeww "Evy 70 dAda xal To w, x.7.d.) 

4 At the end of the works of 
Clement of Alexandria is usually 
published a series of fragments en- 
titled Short Notes from the writings 
of Theodotus and the so-called East- 
ern School at the time of Valentinus 
(éx rw Oeoddrov xal ris dvarokixs 
&dacxadlas xara rods Ovaderriyou 
xpévous émcroual). The meaning of 


the phrase Eastern School has been 

explained already (cf. pp. 303, 306); 

and the testimony of these fragments 

may be considered as supplementary 

to that which has been obtained 

from the Valentinians of the West. 

But as I am not now able to enter 

on the discussion of the authorship | 
and date of the fragments, it will | 
be enough to give a general sum- | 
mary of the books of the New Tes- , 
tament to which they contain allu- ' 
sions. They are these: the Four : 
Gospels ; the Epistles of St Paul to 
the Romans, 1 Corinthians, Ephe- 
sians, Galatians, Philippians, Colos- 
sians, 1 Timothy; the First Epistle , 
of St Peter. 

Epiphanius in his article on Theo- 
dotus of Byzantium, who is com- 
monly identified with the Clemen- 
tine Theodotus, represents him (Her. 
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§ 9. Marcion. 


The first Hitherto the testimony of heretical writers to the 
won that of New Testament has been confined to the recognition of 
detached parts by casual quotations or characteristic 
types of doctrine. Marcion on the contrary fixed a 
definite collection of Apostolic books as the foundation 
. | of his system. The Canon thus published is the first of 
which there is any record; and like the first Commen- 
tary and the first express recognition of the equality of 
the Old and New Testament Scriptures, it comes from 
without the Catholic Church, and not from within it?. 
The peculiar The position which Marcion occupies in the history 
position of eres” vs ° “7° ° 
Marcin. | Of Christianity is in every way most striking. Himself 


the son of a Bishop of Sinope, it is said that he aspired 
to gain the ‘first place’ in the Church of Rome*. And 
though his father and the Roman presbyters refused 
him communion, he gained so many followers that in 
the time of Epiphanius they were spread throughout the 
world®, While other heretics proposed to extend or 
complete the Gospel, he claimed only to reproduce in 
its original simplicity the Gospel of St Paul‘. But his 


2 Epiph. Her. xLi. 3. What 


LIV.) as using the Gospels of St 
i the wpoedpla was is uncertain. Pro- 


Matthew, St Luke, and St John; 


the Acts of the Apostles ; the First 
Epistle to Timothy. 

The passages are given at length 
by Kirchhofer, § 403 ff. 

1 It isa very significant fact that 
the first quotation of a book of the 
New Testament as Scripture, the 
first Commentary on an Apostolic 
writing, and the first known Canon 
of the New Testament, come from 
heretical authors. It is impossible 
to suppose that in these respects 
they suggested the Catholic view 
of the whole Bible instead of follow- 
ing it. 


bably it implies only admission into 
the college of rpeoBurepo. Cf. Bing- 
ham, Orig. Eccles. 1. p. 266. Mas- 
suet, de Gnostic. reb. § 135. 

Epiph, /. ¢. (Rome, Italy, Egypt, 
Palestine, Arabia, Syria, Cyprus, the 
Thebaid, and even Persia. The 
omission of Asia Minor is worthy of 
notice). 

4 Tert. adv. Mare. 1. 20: Aiunt 
Marcionem non tam innovasse re- 
gulam separatione Legis et Evan- 
gelii quam retro adulteratam recu- 
rasse. 





5 | . MARCION. 


yersonal influence was great and lasting. He impressed 
nis own character on his teaching, where others only 
lent their names to abstract systems of doctrine. If 
Polycarp called him ‘the first-born of Satan,’ we may 
believe that the title signalised his special energy; and 
the fact that he sought the recognition of a Catholic 
bishop shews the position which he claimed to fill. 

The time of Marcion’s arrival at Rome’ cannot be 
fixed with certainty. Justin Martyr speaks of him as 
‘still teaching’ when he wrote his first Apology, and 
from the wide spread of his doctrine then it is evident 
that some interval had elapsed since he had separated 
from the Church*. Consistently with this Epiphanius 
places that event shortly after the death of Hyginus; 
tmd Tertullian states it as an acknowledged fact that 
Marcion taught in the reign of Antoninus Pius, but with 
t note to the effect that he had taken no pains to inquire 
m what year he began to spread his heresy’. This 
ipproximate date however is sufficient to give an ac- 
surate notion of the historical place which he occupied. 
As the contemporary of Justin he united the age of Ig- 
latius with that of Irenzus. He witnessed the consoli- 
Jation of the Catholic Church; and his heresy was the 
imal struggle of one element of Christianity against 
the whole truth. It was in fact the formal counterpart | 
9f Ebionism, naturally later in time than that, but no | 
less naturally the result of a partial view of Apostolic | 
leaching“. | 


1 Petavius has discussed his date, Ponto suo exhalaverit aura canicu- : 


tnimady.in Epiph. Her. xvi. (p. laris non curavi investigare; de quo | 

s and Massuet much more ful y tamen constat, Antonianus hereticus ' 
ad exactly, de Gnostic. reb. § 136. Ct. est, sub Pio impius. 
lolkmar, Zhcol. ¥akrb.1855,p.270f.  * Marcion is commonly described | 


ert. adv. Marc. 1. 19: Quoto do. But it is impossible to deter- 
idem anno Antonini Majoris de mine how far Cerdo’s views on the 


3 La Mart. Ap. 1. 26. as the scholar and successor of Cer- 
3 





His date. 


139-142 A.D. 
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the Epistles. 


The text o, 
the (rospel. 


| omissions and variations from the received text’. 
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Marcion professed to have introduced no innovatios. 


of doctrine, but merely to have restored that which had 
been corrupted. St Paul only, according to him, was 


the true Apostle; and Pauline writings alone we 


admitted into his Canon. 


~ 


This was divided into x 


parts, ‘The Gospel’ and ‘The Apostolicon’ : 
Gospel was a recension of St Luke with numeroug 


The 


Apostolicon contained ten Epistles of St Paul, excluding 
the Pastoral Epistles and that to the Hebrews’. 
Tertullian and Epiphanius agree in affirming 
Marcion altered the text of the books which he received; 
to suit his own views; and they quote many variow 


readings in support of the assertion. 


Those which they; 


cite from the Epistles are certainly insufficient to prove 
the point ; and on the contrary they go far to shew that 
Marcion preserved without alteration the text which & 


found in his Manuscript. 


Of the seven readings noticed 


by Epiphanius, only two are unsupported by oth 
authority ; and it is altogether unlikely that Marck 
changed other passages, when, as Epiphanius himse 
shews, he left untouched those which are most directf 


opposcd to his system. 


With the Gospel the case was different. 


The # 


fluence of oral tradition upon the form and use of ti 


written Gospels was of long continuance. 
ality of their authors was in some measure obscured 1 


‘ Canon were identical with those of 


Marcion. The spurious additions 
to Tertullian’s tract de Prescr. He- 
ret. (c. LI.) are of no independent 
authority. 

1] have not noticed the title 
‘Apostolicon’ or ‘Apostolus’ in 
Tertullian ; but it occurs in Epipha- 
nius, and in the Dialogue appended 


' to Origen’s works. 


The persom: 









2 Of the numerous essays 
Marcion’s Gospel the most import 
are by Ritschl (1846), Volkuit 
(1852), and Tile ee fun 
1853), Sanday, Zhe Gospels us i 
Second Century, c. Vill. and Aj 
pendix. See also /séroduction tot 
Study of the Gospels, App. D. No. 18 

See Note at the end of ¢ 
Section. 


ba 
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MARCION. 


the character of their work. The Gospel was felt to be 


Christ’s Gospel—the name which Marcion ventured to 
apply to his own—and not the particular narration of 
any Evangelist. And such considerations as these will 
explain, though they do not justify, the liberty which 
Marcion allowed himself in dealing with the text of St 
Luke. There can be no doubt that St Luke’s narrative 
lay at the basis of his Gospel ; but it is not equally clear 
that all the changes which were introduced into it were 
due to Marcion himself*. Some of the omissions can be 
explained at once by his peculiar doctrines ; but others 
are unlike arbitrary corrections, and must be considered 
as various readings of the greatest interest, dating as 
they do to a time anterior to all other authorities in 
Our possession’*, 

There is no evidence to shew on what grounds 
Marcion rejected the Acts and the Pastoral Epistles’. 
Their character is in itself sufficient to explain the fact ; 
and there is nothing to indicate that his judgment was 
based on any historical objections to their authenticity. 


2 The main question is are we to 
wonsider the third Gospel an en- 
largement of the Gospel put forth 

Marcion, or the foundation of it? 
And I venture to think that the 
evidence is decisive in favour of the 
@econd alternative. But at the same 
fime textual authorities shew that 
there were two very early ‘recen- 
ions’ of St Luke’s Gospel, and it is 

no means unlikely that Marcion’s 
ge Angee a peculiar text. 

is is not the place to enter in 
Hetail upon this question,. but it may 
be worth while to notice that Ter- 
uilian does of say that Marcion 
emoved Matt. xv. 24, 26 from St 
ake. He simply challenges him 
) take away from the Gospel what 
as a well-known part of it (Mar- 
on aufer [not aufert] etiam illud 


de Evangelio...adv. Marc. IV. 7). 
So too the reading in Luke v. 14, 
assumed by Epiphanius, is found in 
good early authorities though wrong. 
Thus neither the statement nor the 
inference in Supfernat. Rel. 11. pp. 
100 f. is correct. 

2 Of the longer omissions the 
most remarkable is that of the para- 
ble of the Prodigal Son (Epiph. p- 
338). The quotations from Mar- 
cion's Gospels are collected by Kirch- 
hofer (pp. 366 ff.). Cf. /retroduction to 
the Study ofthe Gospels, App.D. No.Iv. 

3 In one passage Epiphanius (p. 
321) according to the present text 
affirms that he acknowledged at 
least in part the fourteen Pauline 
Epistles; but there is evidently some 
corruption in the words. 


The cause of 
the omis- 
sions. 
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Chap. ive | In the Acts there is the clearest recognition of the 


teaching of St Peter as one constituent part of the 
Christian faith, while Marcion regarded it as essentially 
faulty; and so again, since he claimed to be the 
founder of a new line of bishops, it was obviously 
desirable to clear away the foundation of the Churches 
whose Apostolicity he denied. This may have been the 
reason why they were not found in his Canon; but it is 
unsatisfactory to conjecture where history is silent. And 
the mere fact that Marcion did not recognise the Epi- 
stles cannot be used as an argument against their 
Pauline origin, so long as the grounds of his decision are 
unknown. 

The rejection of the other books of the New Testa- 
ment Canon was a necessary consequence of Marcion’s 
principles’. The first Apostles according to him had an 
imperfect apprehension of the truth, and their writings 
necessarily partook of this imperfection. But it does not 
follow that he regarded them as unauthentic because he 
set them aside as unauthoritative’. 


1 The Epistle to the Hebrews is pposioleone (St Mark), ut scilicet 
a continuous vindication of the spi- fidem quam illis adimit suo conferat. 
ritual significance of the Mosaic 


Covenant which Marcion denied. 
Even supposing therefore that he 
was acquainted with the tradition 
that it was written by St Paul, he 
could not have accepted it as part of 
his Canon. 

3 Though Marcion only used St 
Luke’s Gospel, it appears that he 
was acquainted with the others, and 
endeavoured to overthrow their au- 
thority, not by questioning their au- 
thenticity, but by shewing that those 
by whose authority they were pub- 
i lished were reproved by St Paul 
(adv. Afarc. IV. 3): Connititur ad 
destruendum statum eorum evan- 
geliorum quz propria et sub Apo- 
stolorum nomine eduntur, vel etiam 


The rejection of St John’s writings 
by Marcion is remarkable, because 
the Gospel is in its tendency essen- 
tially anti-Judaic. On the other 
hand this Gospel bears the mark of 
individuality so strongly as distin- 
guished from the common form of 
Evangelic tradition that it could 
not have been taken to represent 
the typical Gospel of Christ. No- 
thing I believe is known of the 
grounds on which Marcion assailed 
the position of St John’s or St Mat- 
thew’s Gospel, and it is uncertain 
whether Tertullian in the 

quoted speaks from a knowledge of 
what Marcion may have written on 
the subject or simply from his own 
point of sight. Still I can see no 





MARCION. 
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Apart from the important testimony which it bears 
to a large section of the New Testament writings, the 
Canon of Marcion is of importance as shewing the 
principle by which the New Testament was formed. 
Marcion accepted St Paul’s writings as a final and 
decisive test of St Paul’s teaching; in like manner the 
Catholic Church received the writings which were sanc- 
tioned by Apostolic authority as combining to convey 
the different elements of Christianity. There is indeed 
no evidence to shew that any definite Canon of the 
Apostolic writings was already published in Asia Minor 
when Marcion’s appeared; but the minute and varied 
hints which have been already collected tend to prove 
that if it were not expressly fixed it was yet implicitly 
determined by the practice of the Church. And though 
undue weight must not be attached to the language of 
his adversaries, it is not to be forgotten that they always 
charge him with mutilating something which already 
existed, and not with endeavouring to impose a test 
which was not generally received. 


reason, in the absence of other evi- 
dence, to question the fact which he 
affirm 


s. 

The opinions of APELLES, a disci- 
ple of Marcion, upon the Books of 
the New Testament are vaguely de- 
scribed. He is said to have ad- 
mitted ‘such parts of the Gospels and 
‘the Apostle as pleased him’ (rwy 
evayyeNlwy 7 TOU dwoordXouv Ta dpé- 
oxovra abry alpetrar [Hipp.] adv. 


Her. Vit. 38). Dr Abbot points out 
to me that he seems to refer to John 
xx. 25 as well as to Luke xxiv. 39 in 
the words cited by Hippolytus (4 ¢.). 
Epiphanius in refuting his opinions 
quotes without reserve the Gospel of 
St John among other Scriptures (//er. 
XLIV. 4). This however proves little, 
but from Origen (%# oan, x1x. 1) 
it is clear that St John’s Gospel was 
used by some Marcionite schools. 


NOTE: see page 314. 


According to Tertullian the Epistles were arranged by Marcion (adv. 
Marc. v.) in the seals ala Galatians, 1 and 2 Corinthians, Romans, 


1 and 2 Thessalonians, 
Philemon. 


phesians (Laodiceans), Colossians, Philippians, 


Epiphanius gives the same order, with the single exception that he 
transposes the last two (Her. XLII. p. 373). 
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Chap. iv. Tertullian expressly affirms the identity of the Epistles to the Laodicesss 
— and to the Ephesians (5. 17); and implies that Marcion prided himself a 
the restoration of the true title, quasi ef in isto diligentissionus explora, 

The language of Epiphanius is self-contradictory. 

The statements of Tertullian and Epiphanius as to the Epistle to P+ 
lemon are at first sight opposed ; but I believe that Epiphanius either used’ 
the word &acrpodws loosely, or was misled by some author who applied it 
to the transposition and not to the corruption of the Epistle. He uses the 
same word of the Epistle to the Philippians, but Tertullian gives no bat 
that that Epistle was tampered with in an especial manner by Marcxs. 
Cf. Epiph. Her. XL. pp. 373 f.; Tertull. adv. Marc. v. 20,21. Agia 
epee says (76. p. 371) that the Epistles to the Thessalonians wen: 
‘distorted in like manner.’ 

Epiphanius notices the following readings as peculiar to Marcion: 

Eph. v. 31, om. ry ‘yuvackl.. So Jerome. 

Gal. v. 9, 80A0% ~=So Lucif., al. 

1 Cor. ix. 8, 6 vopos + Mwueéws. See the following verse. 

— x. 9, Xpordy for Kupiov. So DEFGKL, al. : 
— — 19, Tl ody dnl; Cre lepdOuroy re Eorew 7 eldwdoOurée Tr fete}: 
GYAN’ bri, w.7.A. Cf. varr. lectt. 
1 Cor. xiv. 19, sa Tév voor for 8. Tov vods pou. So Ambrst. 
a Cor. iv. 13, om. xara 70 yeypaupéror. 


The language of Tertullian is more general. Speaking of the 
to the Romans he says: Quantas autem foveas in ista vel maxime E 
Marcion fecerit auferendo quz voluit de nostri Instrumenti integritate pr 
rebit (adv. Marc. Vv. 13); but he does not enumerate any of these lacum, 
nor are they noticed by Epiphanius. In the next chapter, after quotiag 
Rom. viii. 11, he adds Salio et hic amplissimum abruptum intercise scrip. 
turze, and then passes to Rom. x. 2. Epiphanius says nothing of 
omission here; and the language of Tertullian is at least ambiguous, espe 
cially when taken in connexion with his commentary on Rom. xi. 33. It 
appears however from Origen (Comm. in Rom. xvi. 25) that Marcion omitted 
the last two chapters of the Epistle. 

In the Epistle to the Galatians it seems that there was some omissda 
in the third chapter (Tert. adv. Marc. v. 3), but it is uncertain of what 
extent it was. In Gal. ii. 5 Marcion read ovdé, while Tertullian omitted: 
the negative (/.¢.). 

The other variations mentioned by Tertullian are the following: 

1 Cor. xv. 45, Kuptos for’ Ada (2). Cf. varr. lectt. 

2 Cor. iv. 4, Marcion was evidently right in his punctuation. Js 
deus cvt hujus...Nos contra, says Tertullian, sic distinguendum dicimut 
In quibus deus, dehinc: avi hujus excacavit mentes infidelium (adv. Mart 
Vv. 31). 

Eph. ii. 15, om. avrov. 

— — 20, om. xal wpopnraw. 
— iii. 9, om. é». 
— vi. 2, om. 771s—end. 

1 Thess. ii. 15 + (3ious (before rpogyras). So D*** E** KL. al. 

a Thess. i. 8, om. é rupi droves, 

In addition to these various readings Jerome (77 Joc.) mentions th 
omission of xat @eov Tarpes in Gal. i. 1; and from the Dialogue (c. 5) i 
appears that the Marcionites read 1 Cor. xv. 38 sqq. with considerable di 
ferences from the common text. 
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The examination of these readings perhaps belongs rather to the his- | Chap. iv. 


tory of the text than to the history of the Canon; but they are in them- 
selves a proof of the minute and jealous attention paid to the N. T. Scrip- 
tures. If the text was watched carefully, the Canon cannot have been a 
matter of indifference. 


§ 10. TZatian. 


319 


— ! 





The history of Tatian throws an important light on The relation 


that of Marcion’. Both were naturally restless, inqui- 
sitive, impetuous. They were subject to the same influ- 
ences, and were probably resident for a while in the same 
city". Both remained for some time within the Catholic 
Church, and then sought the satisfaction of their peculiar 
wants in a system of stricter discipline and sterner logic. 
Both abandoned the received Canon of Scripture; and 
their combined witness goes far to establish it in its 
integrity. They exhibit different phases of the same 
temper; and while they testify to the existence of a 


critical spirit among Christians of the second century, 


they point to a Catholic Church as the one centre from 
which their systems diverged. 

Tatian was an Assyrian by birth, and a pagan, but 
no less than his future master Justin an ardent student 
of philosophy. Like the most famous men of his age, 
he was attracted fo Rome, and there he met Justin,— 
that ‘most admirable man,’ as he calls him—whose influ- 
ence and experience could not fail to win one of such a 
character as Tatian’s to the Christian faith. The hos- 
tility of Crescens tested the sincerity of his conversion ; 
and after the death of Justin he devoted himself to 
carrying on the work which his master had begun. For 
a time his work was successfully accomplished, and 
Rhodon was among his scholars. But afterwards, in 


1 On Tatian see Speeally Ft Bp 2 Tat. Orat, c. 18; Just. AZ, I. 
Lightfoot, C. &., May, 1877, 1132 ff. 


acme 


The event 
alas of his 


life. 
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consequence of his elevation, as Irenzus asserts, he . 
introduced novelties of doctrine into his teaching ; and 
at last returning to the East, placed himself at the head 
of the sect of the Encratites, combining the Valentinian 
doctrine of AZons with the asceticism of Marcion’. 


ee  - 





The conse The strange vicissitudes of Tatian’s life, whose lite- 
Bortance of rary activity may be most probably placed in the third 
eoiaence. 


quarter of the second century, contribute to the value 
of his evidence. In part he continues the testimony of 
Justin, and in part he completes the Canon of Marcion. 
Doubts have been raised as to Justin’s acquaintance 
with the writings of St Paul and St John; and yet we 
find his scholar using them without hesitation. Marcion 
is said to have rejected the Pastoral Epistles on critical 
grounds ; and Tatian, who was not less ready to trust 
to his individual judgment, affirmed that the Epistle.to 
Titus was most certainly the Apostle’s writing. 
The testimen The existing work of Tatian, his Address to Greeks, 
wiisde Ad. | offers no scope for Scriptural quotations. There is 
Greeks. abundant evidence to prove his deep reverence for the 
writings of the Old Testament, and yet only one anony- 
mous quotation from it occurs in his Address*; but it is 
most worthy of notice that in the same work he makes 
clear references to the Gospel of St John, to a parable 
recorded by St Matthew, and probably to the Epistle 
of St Paul to the Romans and his first Epistle to the 
‘Corinthians, and to the Apocalypse’. The absence of 
. more explicit testimony to the books of the New Testa- 


1 Tatian, Orar. cc. 42, 1, 38, 18, i. 3). 
19. Iren. ¢. Her. 1. 28. 1 (Euseb. St Matthew xiii. 44, Orat. c. 30 
. &. IV. 29). Epiph. Her. Xtvi. St John [i. 1, Ovat. c. 5, this re 
Cf. Iren. c. Her. 111. 23. 8. ference is not certain]; i. 3, c. 1931 
2 Orat. c. 15; Ps. viii. 5. The 5, c. 13; iv. 24,c. 4. 
quotation occurs in Heb. ii. 7; and it Romans i. 20, c. 43 vii. 15, Cc II. 
may be remarked that Tatian just be- —r Corinthians iii. 16, ii, 14, ¢. 15 
fore uses the word dwavyacua (Heb. Apoc. xxi. sq. c. 30. 
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ment is to be accounted for by the style of his writing, 
and does not imply either ignorance or neglect of them. 
A few fragments and notices in other writers help to 
extend the evidence of Tatian. Eusebius relates on the 
authority of others that ‘he dared to alter some of the 
‘expressions of the Apostle(Paul), correcting their style’.’ 
In this there is nothing to shew that Eusebius was aware 
of greater differences as to the contents of the New 
Testament between the Catholics and Tatian than might | 
fall under the name of various readings; yet in this it | 
appears that he was deceived. Jerome states expressly 
that Tatian rejectéd some of the Epistles of St Paul, 
though he maintained the authenticity of that to Titus*. 
However this may be, it can be gathered from Clement 
of Alexandria, Irenzus, and Jerome, that he endea- 
voured to derive authority for his peculiar opinions from 
the Epistles to the Corinthians and Galatians, and per- 
haps from the Epistle to the Ephesians and the Gospel of 
St Matthew®. Nor is this all: the name of one out of 
‘the great multitude of his compositions’ is not the least 
important element of his testimony ; his Diatessaron is 
apparently the first recognition of a fourfold Gospel. 
The obvious sense of the title of the book Dzates- 


a 


The title 
Diatessaron. 


it. Many of the Encratites rejected 
St Paul altogether. Cf. p. 323, n. 1. 
1 Corinthians vii. 5; Clem. Alex. 


1 Euseb. H. £. Iv. 29: Tov awo- 
e@rédXov gacl Trodunoas Tuwds avroy 


perappdca purds, ws éwidcopBov- 


pevov aurwy Thy THs Ppdcews auv- 
Tate. 
2 Pref.in Tit. (Fr.11, Otto): Ta- 
tianus Encratitarum patriarches, qui 
et ipse nonnullas Pauli Epistolas re- 
udiavit, hanc vel maxime (é.¢. the 
p- to Titus) Apostoli ahaa 
dam credidit, parvi pendens Marci- 
onis et aliorum qui cum eo in hac 
parte consentiunt assertionem. 
It is probable that he rejected the 
Epistles to Timothy (cf. Otto /. ¢.), 
but there is no evidence to prove 


C. 


Strom. I. 12, 81 (ravrd gyow ror 
dwéoroXop éfryovpevos) (fr. 1): xv. 225 
Iren. 111. 23. 8 (fr. §). 

Galatians vi. 8; Hieron. Comm. in 
loc. (fr. 3). 

St Matthew vi. 19; xxii. 30; Clem. 
Alex. Strom. 111. 12. 86 (fr. 2). 

Ephesians iv. 24; Clem. Alex./. ¢. 
82 (fr. 8) (6 waXatos dvnp xal 6 xacvés. 
These two last references are from 


an anonymous citation (7s) which . 


has been commonly assigned to Ta- 
tian, 
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saron, ‘the [Gospel] by the Four,’ in the absence of al. 
real external evidence in support of another view, must: 
be allowed to have great weight. There can be m: 
reasonable doubt that the name was given to the work 
by Tatian himself; and if the Diatessaron was not a 
compilation of four Gospels, what is the explanation of 
the number? If again these four Gospels were no: 
those which we receive, what other four Gospels ever 
formed a collection which needed no further descrip 
tion than the Four? I am not aware that any answet 
has been given to these questions; and in connexiok 
with the belief and assertions of early Fathers they at: 
surely decisive as to the sources of Tatian’s Diatessaron’ 
For all that can be gathered from history falls in wit: 
the idea suggested by the title. The earliest mention ofit* 
is found in Eusebius. ‘Tatian,’ he says, ‘ the former leader 
‘of the Encratites, having put together in some strang 
‘fashion a combination and collection of the 
‘gave this the name of the Diatessaron, and the work i 
‘still partially current®’ The words evidently imp 


not add plausibility to his conclusst 
Gesch. des N. IT. Kanon, p.22- 

3 Euseb. H. EZ. Iv. 29: 6 piri 
ye wpbrepos auray dpxryos 6 Tate 
avos ovvagerdy treuva xal ouraywy? 
ovx old Srws Toy evaryyeAlar owhdt 





His Diates- 
saron. The 
given by 

sebius and 


ue 


OSDCiIn» 


1 Tatian’s Diatessaron is said to 
have contained one important ad- 
dition (Matt. xxvit. 49), which is 
however found in NBCLU, al. Cf. 
Tischendorf, 27 Joc. 

2 No notice is taken of the Dia- 


tessaron in Otto’s Edition of Tatian. 
The most exact account of it with 
which I am acquainted is that of 
Credner, Bettriige, 1. pp. 437 ff. He 
endeavours to shew that the Diates- 
saron was in fact a form of the Pe- 
trine Gospel, and identical with that 
of Justin Martyr (p. 444). When 
he says (p. 48) that the Diatessaron 
is spoken of ‘bald als eine von ihm 
‘selbst (Tatian) verfasste, gottluse 
‘Harmonie aus unsern vier Evange- 
‘lien, bald als etne cigene, selostandige 
‘ Schrift,’ I confess that I do not 
recognise his usual accuracy and 
candour. His further arguments do 


To ta Tecodpwy Tovro Tpocwrepe 
6 kal wapd rTicw eloére vow ¢ 
Eusebius may speak from hearmff 
but he explicitly attributes the OGy 
of the book to Tatian himself, af 
makes no mention of any Apocrypam 
additions to the Evangelic r 
The vague language of Epiphan 
(p. 326, n. 1) cannot be fairly used @ 
invalidate Eusebius’ direct statema 
as to the authenticity of the title. 

The term &4 reoodpwr was used B 
music to express the concord of tt 
fourth (cvAAaBy). This sense ® 
throw some light upon the choice # 
the name. 














J . TATIAN. 


hat the Canonical Gospels formed the basis of Tatian’s 
larmony ; and that this was the opinion of Eusebius is 
laced beyond all doubt by the preceding sentence, in 
thich he states that ‘the Severians who consolidated 
Tatian’s heresy made use of the Law and the Prophets 
and the Gospels, while they spoke ill of the Apostle 
Paul, rejecting his Epistles, and refusing to receive the 
Acts of the Apostles’ Not very long afterwards 
[heodoret gives a more exact account of the character 
ind common use of the book. ‘Tatian also composed 
the Gospel called Diatessaron, removing the genealo- 
gies, and all the other passages which shew that the 
Lord was born of David according to the flesh. This 
was used not only by the members of his party, but 
even by those who followed the Apostolic doctrine, as 
they did not perceive the evil design of the composition, 
but used the book in their simplicity for its conciseness. 
And I found also myself more than two hundred such 
books in our churches (2.¢. in Syria), which had been 
received with respect ; and having gathered all together, 
I caused them to be laid aside, and introduced in their 
place the Gospels of the four Evangelists*’ From this 


1 Euseb. /. ¢. Credner (p. 439) «ard odpxa “yeyernudvor tov Kupiov 
apposes that the term Severiani was delxvvow, "Expnoavro 8é rovry ov 
Rerely a translation of eyxparyral. povoy ol THs éxelvou gunmoplas é\Xa 
irigen (c. Ce/s. Vv. 65) mentions the xal ol Tots dwrocrokixors éwonevot Soy- 

ites among those who rejected pact, THY TIS ouvdnnns xaxoupylay 
lie Epistles of St Paul. They re- ovx eyvwxores, GN’ awrdovoTepoy ws 
tived some Apocryphal books also: cuvroup rp BiBAly xpnoduevan. Ev- 
ypagais spororimws pov 5¢ xayw mdelovs 7 Siaxoclas Bl- 
: wpuwrortr as) Tais Aeyoudras “Av- Bdovs roravras ey rats wap’ hiv éxxdn- 
toy xal "Iwdsvou rpdtecw xal Ownd clas rerinnuévas cal wdoas ovvaya- 
l dwoxpipaus trick (Epiph. Her. yov awedéuny cal ra rav rerrdpwr 
WII. ae evayyeNoray avrewiyyayow evayyé- 
3 Theodor. Huret. Fab. 1. 20 Nea. The technical sense of xaxoup- 
vedn. p. 442): ouros xal 1d Bid yla (malttia) forbids us to lay any 
reaper xadodmevor ouvréOecxey ev- undue stress on the word. 
yéAcor, Tas yeveadoylas wepixdyas The large number of copies is a 
‘ga Dra boa éx oxépparos Aafld striking indication of the wide circu- 
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TheDoctrine 
of Addai. 


statement it is clear that the Dzatessaron was so ortho- 
dox as to enjoy a wide ecclesiastical popularity. The 
heretical character of the book was not evident upon 
the surface of it, and consisted rather in faults of defect 
than in erroneous teaching. Moreover Theodoret had 
certainly examined it, and he like earlier writers regarded 
it as a compilation from the four Gospels. He speaks of 
omissions (taking the Synoptists as his standard) which 
were at least in part natural in a Harmony, but notices 
no such Apocryphal additions as would have found place 
in any Gospel not derived from Canonical sources. 
These testimonies receive a remarkable illustration 
from the ‘Doctrine of Addai’ an apocryphal Syriac 


-| work, written at Edessa or in the neighbourhood, dating 


Ephraem’s 
Comeomene 
tary. 


in all probability from about the middle of the third 
century. In this it is said that the early converts of 
Edessa heard read with the Old Testament ‘the New 
‘{Testament] of the Diatessaron’. The name of the 
author is not mentioned ; but that can be supplied with 
certainty from another witness of the same region. It 
is stated by Dionysius Bar Salibi, a writer of the close 
of the twelfth century, that Ephraem Syrus (t 373), the 
celebrated Deacon of Edessa, wrote a commentary on 
the Diatessaron of Tatian, as he might naturally do if 
the work was in public use in his Church. 

This work, or perhaps a series of extracts from it, is 
still preserved in an Armenian translation. The Ar- 
menian text was published as long since as 1836, but 
recently the work has been made generally accessible 
in a Latin translation®. The first passage commented 


lation of the Gospels, which thiscom- ...a sancto Ephraemo...in Latinum 

pilation partially supplanted in a translata a R. P. Ioanne Baptista 

special district. Aucher, Mechitarista, cujus version- 
1 Comp. Lightfoot, 7. ¢ 1137; em emendavit...Dr Georgias Moe- 

Abbot /. ¢. p. §3 n. singer, Professor studii biblici A. T. 
* Evanyelii concordantis expositio Salisburgi Venetiis, 1876. 


IJ TATIAN. 


upon is John i. 1, with which, as it appears from the 
evidence of Bar Salibi, Tatian’s Harmony began. Then 
follow passages from the four Gospels, of which those 
taken from St Matthew and St John are in the main in 
the order of the Gospels: the quotations from St Luke 
are much transposed ; from St Mark there are, as far as 
I have observed, only three (or four) quotations. The 
last passage discussed is Acts i. 4. 


There is no reason for doubting the authenticity of. 


this work, and the character of the text of the passages 
quoted is a very strong positive argument in favour of 
the belief that they were taken from Tatian’s Harmony. 
In many cases it is undoubtedly difficult to speak con- 
fidently as to the reading which has passed through two, 
or rather three, translations, but some of those which 
are beyond question are readings which are supported 
only by authorities which are of the most ancient type’. 

Against this decisive evidence a vague statement of 
Epiphanius is quoted, who writes that Tatian ‘is said to 
‘have been the author of the Harmony of the four 
‘Gospels which some call the Gospel according to the 


1 The following may be mentioned : 


Matt. viii. 10, rap’ ovderl, p. 74. 
— xi. 25, wdrep Tob ovp. kalr7ye yi (‘in groeco dicit’) p. 116 f. 
— xi. 27, ovdels oumcy. rardpa...cvde Tov vloy...p. 117. 
— xxi. 31, 0 devrepos, p. I9I. 
Xxii. 23, Aéyowres, p. 193. 
Luke i. 78, émcoxéperau, p. 20. : 
- — fi. 14, ev dvO pros evdoxias, p. 27. 
— ii. 26, xpioroy xvipwor, p. 226. 
John 1. 3 4 é yeyovey éy aire fw iy, p. 5. 
— iii. 13, om. 0 dp év T~ <5 (coon 168, 187, 189. 
— iv. 19, om. od yap co. I. Z. (perhaps) p. 140. 


Other remarkable readings occur : 
Matt. x. 1 (Luke x. 1) add after hts likeness, pp. 90, 115. 
— xviii. 20, add where there 3s one there,am I, p. 165 (‘ con- 
solatus est dicens.’ 
In John vii. 8 o8 is read, and in v. 8 éy ry dop. p. 167. Luke xxii. a3, (is 
read p. 235. Compare Abbot Z. ¢. p- 55 Nn. 
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‘Hebrews’,’ But such a statement from such a man 
has practically no weight. There was a superficial re- 
semblance between the two books in the omission of the 
genealogies ; and Epiphanius does not appear to have 
had any opportunity of comparing them’. 

There is then abundant evidence to shew that Ta- 
tian’s work was constructed out of our four Gospels’; 
and thus once again a heretical writer is the first to 
recognise explicitly an important fact in the history of 
the Canon. It must indeed have been evident to the 
reader throughout this chapter that the testimony of 
heretical writers to the books of the New Testament 
tends on the whole to give greater certainty and weight 
to that which is drawn from other sources, So far from 
obscuring or contravening the judgment of the Church 
generally, they offer material help in the interpretation 
of it. And this follows naturally from their position. 
As separatists they fixed the standard by which they 
were willing to be judged, wherever it differed from that 
which was commonly received. And all early contro- 
versy proceeds on this basis. The authority of the 
Apostolic Scriptures is everywhere assumed : this is the 
rule, and only exceptions from the rule are noticed in 
detail. 


1 Epiph. Zier. XLVI. 1 Aéyerac 5¢ onthe Harmony of Ammonius. For 


To 8a Tecodpwv evayyeNwy Ue avrou 
yevevnoias owep xara ESpal us tues 
xadovot. Some may be inclined to 
change evayyeNlwy into evayyéXov. 

o 3 Comp. Lightfoot, 4.¢. pp. 1541 


The confusion of the Harmony of 
Tatian with that of Ammonius by 
some late Syrian writers (though Bar 
Salibi carefully distinguishes them) 
led to the assertion of Gregory Bar 
Hebrzeus that Ephraem commented 


the origin and extent of this error 
see Lightfoot, /. ¢. 1139 n. 

3 Victor of Capua (A. D. §45) says 
that Tatian’s Harmony was called 
Diapente; but he evidently derived 
his information from Eusebius alone, 
and Eusebius records that Tatian 
called it Diatessaron. This blunder 
therefore lends no support to the no- 
tion that the Gospel according to the 
Hebrews was included in Tatian’s 
work. Comp. Lightfoot, Ac. 1142 f. 
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BRIEF summary of the results which have been 
obtained in the First Part of our inquiry will 
shew how far they satisfy that standard of reasonable 
completeness which was laid down at the outset. The 
conditions of the problem must be fairly considered, as 
well as the character of the solution; and it cannot be 
too often repeated that the period which has been ex- 
amined is truly the dark age of Church-history. In the 
absence of all trustworthy guidance every step requires 
to be secured by painful investigation; and if I have 
entered into tedious details, it has been because I know 
that nothing can rightly be neglected which tends to 
throw light upon the growth of the Catholic Church. 
And the growth of the Catholic Church is the compre- 
hensive fact of which the formation of the Canon is one 
element. 
The evidence which has been collected is confessedly 


fragmentary both in character and substance. And that |: 


it must be so follows from the nature of the case. But 
when all the fragments are combined, the result exhibits 
the chief marks of complete trustworthiness. 

First, it is of wide range both in time and place. 
Beginning with Clement of Rome the companion of St 
Paul an uninterrupted series of writers belonging to the 
chief Churches of Christendom witness with more or less 
fulness to the books of the New Testament. And though 
the evidence is thus extended, yet it is not without its 
points of connexion. Most of the writers who have 
been examined visited Rome: all of them might have 
been acquainted with Polycarp. 

The character of the evidence is no less striking 
than itsextent. The allusions to Scripture are perfectly 
natural. The quotations are prefaced by no apology 
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so familiar as to have become part of the common 
dialect. And when men speak without any clea 
intimation that the opinions which they express age 
peculiar to themselves, it is evident that they expres 
the general judgment of their time. The variog: 
testimonies which have been collected thus unite is 
one; and that one is the general judgment of the 
Church. 

This is further shewn by the uniform tendency of the 
evidence. It is always imperfect, but the different parts 
are always consistent. It is derived from men of the 
most different characters, and yet all that they say # 
strictly harmonious. Scarcely a fragment of the earliest 
Christian literature has been preserved which does not 
contain some passing allusion to the Apostolic writings; 
and yet in all there is no discrepancy. The influence af 
some common rule is the only natural explanation of 
this common consent. Nor is evidence altogether want- 
ing to prove the existence of such arule. The testimony 
of individuals is expressly confirmed by the testimony 
of Churches. Two great Versions were current in the; 
East and West from the earliest times, and the Can 
which they exhibit agree with remarkable exactness with 
the scattered and casual notices of ecclesiastical writers 
And their common contents—the four Gospels, the Acts, 
thirteen Epistles of St Paul, the first general Epistles of 
St Peter and St John—constitute a Canon of acknow- 
ledged books. And this agreement of independent 
writers is not limited to those who were members of the 
same Catholic Church: the evidence of heretics is even 
more full and clear; and when they differed from the. 
common opinion, doctrinal and not historical objections 
occasioned the difference. 
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One circumstance which at first sight appeared to | Conclusion. 


embarrass the inquiry has been found in reality to give 
it life and consistency. A traditional word was current 
among Christians from the first coincidently with the 
written Word. It is difficult indeed to conceive that it 
should have been otherwise if we regard the Apostles as 
vitally connected with their age; but it is evident that 
the two might have becn in many ways so related as to 
have produced an unfavourable impression as to the 
Completeness of our present Canon. But now on the 
tontrary the New Testament is found to include all the 
great elements which are elsewhere referred to Apostolic 
sources. Many imperfect narratives of our Lord’s life 
were widely current, but the Canonical Gospels offer 
the types on which they were formed. In the first ages 
the New Testament may serve at once as the measure 
ind as the rule of tradition. 

For the earliest evidence for the authenticity of 
he books of which it is composed is not confined to 
lirect testimony. Perhaps that is still more convincing 
which springs from their peculiar characteristics as re- 
wesenting special types of Christian truth. No one 
wobably will deny the existence of distinguishing fea- 
Ures in the several forms of Apostolic teaching, and 
he history of the sub-apostolic age is the history of 
orresponding differences developed in early Christian 
writers, and in turn transformed into the germs of 
eresy. The ecclesiastical phase of the difference is | 
2 every case later than the scriptural; and thus, while 
have spoken of the first century after the Apostles 
s the dark age of Church-history, the recognition of 
ie great elements of the New Testament furnishes a 
tisfactory explanation of the progress of the Church 


ring that critical period, which on the other hand \ 
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itself offers no place for the forgery of such books as 
are included in the Canon. 


Yet thereare But while the evidence for the authenticity of the 

() iccn- | Canonical books of the New Testament is up to this 

Cason; ss point generally complete and satisfactory, it is not such 
as to remove every doubt to which the subject is liable- 
At present no trace has been found of the existence of 
the second Epistle of St Peter’. And the Epistles of 
St James and St Jude, the second and third Epistles of 
St John, the Epistles to the Hebrews, and the Apo- 
calypse, were received only partially, though they were 
received exactly in those places in which their history 
was most likely to be known’. 

(a) the evi- It is also to be noticed that the references to the | 

mainly books of the New Testament are for the most part ano- | 


nymous. This, however, is the case not only in regard 
to the Gospels, where the words might have been de- 
rived from other sources, but also in regard to St Paul’s 
Epistles, where the references are beyond question. [f, 
therefore, parallelism of language, without explicit cita- 
tion, is not sufficient to prove with absolute conclu- 
siveness the use of the Canonical Gospels, the close 
correspondence in range, substance, and phraseology 
between the early evangelic quotations and the texts of 
the Synoptic Gospels, when taken in connexion with the 
practice of the Fathers in such of their earliest writings 
as are preserved, leaves no reasonable ground for doubt- 
ing the habitual if not exclusive use of them. 


1 One coincidence in addition to ing passage in 2 Pet. iii. 15 (cools 
that noticed in p. 222, n. 3, has been émorodal), but in the absence of all 
pointed out by Dr Tregelles (Can. other evidence it is impossible to i 
Murat. p. 102) which deserves no- sist on this. 
tice. The language of the well- 7? Perhaps the Epistle of St Jude 
known reference to St Paul in Poly- forms an exception to this stateme®> 
carp’s Epistle (c. 3) bears consider- But the history of the Epistle is ¢* 
able resemblance to the correspond- tremely obscure. 
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But while the universal usage of the Church which is 
laid open at the close of the second century must have 
been the result of a continuous custom and not of a 
revolution, the idea of a Canon itself found no public 
and authoritative expression except where it was re- 
quired by the necessities of translation. During the first 
age and long afterwards the Catholic Church offered no 
determination of the limits and groundwork of the autho- 
ritative collection of sacred books. These questions were 
practically settled by that instinctive perception of truth, 


if it may not be called by a nobler name, which I believe | 


can be recognised as presiding over the organization of 
the early Church. The Canon of Marcion may have been 
the first which was publicly proposed, but the general 
bonsent of earlier Catholic writers proves that within the 
Church there had been no need for pronouncing a judg- 
ment on a point which had not been brought into dis- 
pute. The formation of the Canon may have been 
radual, but it was certainly undisturbed. It was a 
trowth, and not a series of contests’. 

In the next part it will be seen to what extent this 
greement as to the Catholic Canon was established at 
he end of the second century. And this will furnish in 
ome degree a measure of what had been already settled. 
‘he opinions of Irenzus, Clement, and Tertullian, were 
yrmed by influences which were at work within the age 
f Polycarp; and it is wholly arbitrary to suppose that 
ie later writers originated the principles which they 
‘ganized. 

' The question of the Inspiration our present inquiry. The evidence on 


the writers and writings of the this point is collected in the /#frod. 
:w Testament does not belong to fo the Study of the Gospels. App. B. 
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MISTORY OF THE CANON OF THE NEW TESTAMENT 
FROM THE TIME OF HEGESIPPUS TO THE 
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A.D. 170—303. 
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CHAPTER I. 


CANON OF THE ACKNOWLEDGED BOOKS AT THE 
CLOSE OF THE SECOND CENTURY. 


susnscamus cum Ecclesiis Apostolicis quod nulli doctrina diversa: hoc 
est lestimonium veritatis, 
TERTULLIANUS. 


“HE close of the second century marks a great change 
in the character and position of the Christian Church. 
annot be a mere accident that up to that time the 
ains of its literature are both unsystematic and frag- 
itary, a meagre collection of Letters, Apologies, and 
‘itions, while afterwards Christian works ever occupy 
foremost rank in genius as well asin spiritual power. 
: contrast really expresses the natural progress of 
istianity. At first its work was in the main with the 
rt; and when that was filled, it next asserted its right 
r the intellect. And this conquest was necessarily 
jual and slow. A Christian dialect could not be fixed 
mce ; and the scientific aspect of the new doctrines 
[d be determined only by the experience of many 
rts to unite them with existing systems. It was thus 
- for a time philosophic views of Christianity were 
‘fly to be found without the Church, since the partial | 
resentation of its philosophic worth naturally preceded 
- adequate realization of it. And perhaps it is not 
icult to see a fitness in that disposition of events which 
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committed the teaching of the Apostles to minds essen- 
tially receptive and conservative, that it might be in- 
wrought into the life of men before it became the subject 
of subtle analysis. However this may be, it is impos 
sible not to recognise the vast access of power which 
characterizes the works of Irenzus, Clement, and Ter- 
tullian, when compared with earlier writings, both in 
their scope and in their composition. In them Christi 
anity asserts its second conquest: the easiest and yet 
the most perilous alone remained. It had won its way 
to the heart of the simple and to the judgment of the 
philosopher : it had still to claim the deference of the 
statesman. And each success brought its corresponding 
trial. When Wisdom (yveors) was ranged with Truth, 
it was not always contented to follow; and in after times 
the subjugation of the imperial government prepared the 
way for the corruption of the Church by material im- 
fluences. 

But though the Fathers of the close of the second 
century are thus prominently distinguished from those 
who preceded them, it must not be forgotten that they 
were trained by that earlier generation which they sur- 
passed. They inherited the doctrines which it was their 
task to arrange and harmonize. They made no claims 
to any discoveries in Christianity, but with simple and 
earnest zeal appealed to the testimony of the Apostolic 
Church to confirm the truth of their writings. They 
never admitted the possibility of being separated from 
their forefathers ; and if it has been shewn that the con- 
tinuity of the Christian faith has hitherto suffered no 
break, from this point it is confessedly maintained with- 
out interruption. From Lyons, from Carthage, from 
Alexandria, one voice proceeds, the witness and herald 


/ of the truth, 


il} AT THE CLOSE OF THE SECOND CENTURY. 


In other words the Catholié Church was now exter- 
nally established. Partial but not exclusive views of 
truth were outwardly harmonized. The barriers of local 
or traditional separation between different societies were 
broken down. The various sides of Christian doctrine, 
after the rude test of conflict and the still surer trial of 
life, were combined in one great whole. Henceforth 
complexity in faith was seen to be the condition of unity. 
The Christian body, if we may use such an image, awoke 
to the consciousness of what it was. No great change 
or revolution passed over it: no great mind moulded 
its creed or its fabric: history itself revealed the sub- 
lime truth of which it was itself the preparation and 
the witness. 

With regard to the Canon of the New Testament 
this development of the Church is of the greatest import- 
ance. In the final establishment of outward Catholicity 
that which has been already recognised in practice finds 
a formal expression. As long as those lived who had 
seen the Apostles; as long as the teaching of the Apo- 
stles was fresh in men’s minds; it was, as has been 
already seen, unlikely that their writings as distinguished 
from their words would be invested with any special 
importance. But traditions soon became manifold, while 
the books remained unchanged: a catholic Church was 
organized, and it was needful to determine the Covenant 
in which its laws were written: Christianity furnished 
subjects for the philosopher, and it was requisite to settle 
from what sources his premises might be taken. As 
soon as the want was felt, it was satisfied. As soon as 
an independent Christian literature arose in which it was 
reasonable to look for any definite recognition of the 
Apostolic writings, we find that recognition substantially 


clear and correct. With the exception of the Epistle to 


C. L 
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_|the Hebrews, the two shorter Epistles of St John, the 

second Epistle of St Peter, the Epistles of St James and 
St Jude, and the Apocalypsc’, all the other books of the 
| New Testament are acknowledged as Apostolic and aw 
thoritative throughout the Church at the close of the 
second century. The evidence of the great Fathers by 
which the Church is represented varies in respect of. 
these disputed books, but the Canon of the acknow- 
ledged books is established by their common consent. 
Thus the testimony on which it rests is not gathered 
from one quarter but from many, and those the most 
widely separated by position and character. It is given, 
not as a private opinion, but as an unquestioned fact: 
not as a late discovery, but as an original tradition. 

From this point then it will be needless to accumu- 
late testimonies to the Canonicity of the four Gospels, of 
the Acts, of the thirteen Epistles of St Paul, of the first 
Epistles of St John and St Peter. No one at present 
will deny that they occupied the same position in the 
estimation of Christians in the time of Irenzeus as they 
hold now. But here one strange fact must be noticed: 
the authenticity of the Apocalypse, which is supported by 
the satisfactory testimony of early writers, was disputed 
for the first time in the Western Church in the course of 
the third century. In other words there was a critical 
spirit still alive among Christians which impelled them 
even then to test afresh the records on which their faith 
rested. 

But before dismissing the Canon of the acknowledged 
books it will be well to revert once again at greatef 
length to the manner in which it is recognised by Ire- 
nus and his contemporaries. Their evidence, considered 


The Canon 
acknow- 
iged books 

at the close of 

the second 
century. 


On what 
grounds §t 
rested. 


1 The position of the Apocalypse omission in the Peshito it would be Up 
is anomalous. If it were not for its to this time an acknowledged Book 





IRENEUS. 





onnexion with the circumstances under which it is 
nm, will go far to establish the point to which our 
stigations have all tended, that the formation of a 
on was among the first instinctive acts of the 
istian society: that it was at first imperfect as the 
nization of the Church was at first incomplete: 
it attained its full proportions by a sure growth 
he development of the Church itself was finally 
ured. 

Nothing is known directly of the origin of the Gal- 
1 Church; but from several ritual peculiarities its 
idation may be probably referred to teachers from 
t Minor’, with which province it long maintained an 
nate connexion. And thus Gaul owed its knowledge 
christianity to the same country from which in 
ler times it had drawn its civilization: the Christian 
ionary completed the work of the Phoczan exile. 
rever this may have been, the first notice of the 
rch shews its extent and constancy. In the seven- 
th year of the rcign of Antoninus Verus it was 
ed by a fierce persecution, of which Eusebius has 
erved a most affecting narrative addressed by the 
stians of Vienne and Lyons to ‘the brethren in Asia 
_ Phrygia who held the same faith and hope of re- 
uption as themselves’.’ This narrative was written 
ediately after the cvents which it describes, and 
verywhere penetrated by scriptural language and 
ght. It contains no refcrence by name to any book 
e New Testament, but its coincidences of language 
the Gospels of St Luke and St John, with the Acts 
te Apostles, with the Epistles of St Paul to the 


Imer’s Origines Liturgica, 1. pp. 155 sqq. Compare Stuart, Book 
7, pe lviii. 
iseb. H. £. V. 1. 
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Romans, Corinthians (?), Ephesians, Philippians, and 
the first to Timothy, with the first catholic Epistles of 
St Peter and St John, and with the Apocalypse, are 


unequivocal’, In itself this fact would perhaps call for — 


little notice after what has been said of the general 
reception of the acknowledged books at the close of the 


second century, but it becomes of importance as being | 
the testimony of a Church, and one which was not with: . 
out connexion with the Apostolic age even at the time 


of the persecution. In the same Church where Irenzus 


was a presbyter ‘zealous for the covenant of Christ” 


Pothinus was bishop, already ninety years old. Like 
Polycarp he was associated with the generation of St 
John, and must have been born before the books of the 
New Testament were all written. And how then can it 
be supposed with reason that forgeries came into use in 
his time which he must have been able to detect by his 
own knowledge? that they were received without sus- 
picion or reserve in the Church over which he presided? 
that they were upheld by his hearers as the ancient 
heritage of Christians? It is possible to weaken the 
connexion of the facts by arbitrary hypotheses, but 
interpreted according to their natural meaning they tell 
of a Church united by its head with the times of St 
John to which the books of the New Testament, and 
the books of St John above all others, furnished the 
unaffected language of hope and resignation and tr- 
umph. And the testimony of Irenzus is the testimony 
of this Church. Nor was this the only point in which 


1 Euseb. 7. ¢. The reference to gelium of St James can shew thst 
Apoc. xxii. 11 is introduced by the the description of the character of 
words va 7 ypagdy wAnpwO7. Zacharias was borrowed from that 

I do not see that the supposed writing. 
reference to the death of Zacharias * Euseb. H/. £. v. 4. 
which is related in the Protevan- 


Fe Te ee = 





I. IRENZEUS. 


he came in contact with the immediate disciples of the 
Apostles. It has been seen already that he recalled in 
his old age the teaching of Polycarp the disciple of St 
John; and his treatise against Heresies contains several 
ces' to others who were closely connected with 
Apostolic age. Hestood forth to maintain no novel- 
but to vindicate what had been believed of old. 
whom he quoted had borne witness to the New 
estament Scriptures, and he only continued on a 
ter scale the usage which they had _ recognised. 
en he wished to win back Florinus once his fellow- 
iple to the truth, he reminded him of the zeal and 
ine of Polycarp their common master, and how he 
ake of Christ’s teaching and mighty works from the 
yords of those who followed Him ‘in all things harmo- 
tiously with the Scriptures*®.’ And is it then possible 
bat he who was taught of Polycarp was himself deceived 
s to the genuine writings of St John? Is it possible 
hat he decided otherwise than his first master, when he 
| s of the tradition of the Apostles by which the 
Fanon of Scripture was determined*? He appeals to 
he known succession of teachers in the Churches of 
Rome, Smyrna, and Ephesus, who held fast up to his 
ywn time the doctrine which they had received from the 
rst age; and is it possible that he used writings as 
uine and authoritative which were not recognised by 
hose who must have had unquestionable means of de- 
iding on their Apostolic origin‘? 













1 Cf. pp. 80 f. 

2 Iren. £f. ad Flor. ap. Euseb. 
Vr, KE. V~- 20. 

8 Iren. ¢. Her. 1. 33. 8: Agnitio 
guess) vera est Apostolorum doc- 
ina et antiquus esi status in 
liwerso mundo et character cor- 
wis Christi secundum successiones 


episcoporum quibus illi eam quz in 
unoquoque loco est Ecclesiam tra- 
diderunt ; qu pervenit usque ad 
nos custoditione sine fictione Scrip- 
turarum tractatio plenissima neque 
additamentum neque ablationem re- 
cipiens. 
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ii. The tes- 
Limony of 
the Church 
of Alexan- ' 


PANTANUS. 


From Lyons we pass to Alexandria. The early 
| history of the Egyptian Churches is not more certain 
than that of those in Gaul. Tradition indeed assigns 
the foundation of the Church of Alexandria to St Mark, 
but the best evidence of its antiquity is found in its state 
at the time of the earliest authentic record which remains 
of it. Towards the close of the second century, ‘ in the 
‘time of Commodus, Pantznus ‘presided over the school 
‘(ScatpyBy) of the faithful there’’ The school then was 
already in existence, however much it may have owed 
to one distinguished alike ‘for secular learning and 
‘scriptural knowledge.’ Indeed there is no absolute 
improbability in the statement of Jerome’, who inter- 


prets the words of Eusebius 


shew that though Irenzus was ac- 
quainted with 1 Peter, yet he did 
not use it as authoritative Scripture 
(Credner, Gesch. d. N. T. Kanon, 
§ 185). But his argument certainly 
breaks down. Sce for instance c. 
Her. iv. 16. 5. Propter hoc ait 
Dominus (Matt. xii. 36)... Et prop- 
ter hoc Petrus ait (1 Peter ii. 16)... 
On the use of the Epistle in the 
Latin Churches, see supra, p. 263, 


n. 3. 

1 Euseb. 1. £. v. ro. Hieron. de 
Virr. Ill. 36. ‘There is considerable 
confusion in the account given by 
Jerome of the relation of Pantsenus 
to Clement. In his notice of Pan- 
teenus he says that he ‘was sent into 
‘India by Demetrius bishop of Alex- 
‘andria’ who succeeded to the See 
in 289, and that ‘he taught in the 
‘reigns of Severus and Caracalla’ (De 
Virr. Ill.c. 36). Again in the account 
of Clement hesaysthat Clement wasset 
at the head of the Catechetical school 
‘after the death of Pantznus’ (2d. 
c. 38). Now Clement left Alexandria 
in 202—3 and Origen then entered 
on the charge of the School (Euseb. 
ff, 2. Vi. 3); nor is there any evi- 


‘that a school (6:d8acxaneior) 


dence that Clement returned to Alex- 
andria. It is therefore all but im- 
possible to suppose that Clement first 
succeeded Pantzenus in the reign of 
Caracalla, and that he was afterwards 
succeeded by Origen. Jerome’s state- 
ment as to the time of the teaching 
of Pantcenus has probably been mis- 
placed, as the order of the notices 
shews. If this be admitted the nar- 
ratives of Eusebius and Jerome can 
be reconciled. ‘The mission to India 
by Demetrius was; if the fact is au- 
thentic, a special and second journey 
undertaken ‘at the request of the 
Indians,’ and not that which pre- 
ceded the work of Pantzenus in the 
Catechetical school. It may be added 
that the statement of Philippus Si- 
detes that Pantznus succeeded Cle- 
ment is probably due to the false 
date of the labours of Pantsenus 
‘under Severus and Caracalla.’ It 
does not fall within our present scope 
to inquire into the Hebrew Gospel 
which Pantznus found among the 
‘Indians.’ The mention of the fact 
shews that attention was directed to 
the sacred books. 
2 Routh, Rell. Sacr. 1. 375. 
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‘of the Holy Scriptures had existed there after ancient 
‘custom’ as meaning that ‘ecclesiastical teachers had 
Cfalways been there from the time of the Evangelist 
pMark.’ Without insisting however on the Apostolic 
origin of the school itself, it seems not improbable that 
WPantzenus was personally connected with some imme- 
diate disciples of the Apostles. Many contemporaries 
fof Pothinus and Polycarp may have survived to declare 
the teaching of St John; and Photius in fact represents 
Pantzenus as a hearer of the Apostles’, At any rate 
> is not the slightest ground for assuming any 
wrganic change in the doctrine of the Alexandrine 
Church between the age of the Apostles and Pantznus. 


Everything on the contrary bespeaks its unbroken con- 





















e¢ representative of a class devoted specially to the 
study of the Scriptures, and established in a city second 
to none for the advantages and encouragement which it 
Mfiered to literary criticism. Like Irenzus, Clement 
npeals with decision and confidence to the judgment of 
those who had precedcd him. His writings were no 
Pmere compositions wrought for display,’ but contained 
a faint picture ‘of the clear and vivid discourses, and of 
“the blessed and truly estimable men whom it was his 
‘privilege to hear’ For though Alexandria was in it- 
gelf the common meeting-place of the traditions of the 
Feast and West, Clement had sought them out in their 
proper sources, As far as can be gathered from the 
elause in which he describes his teachers, he had studied 
In Greece and Italy and various parts of the East under 
various masters from Cacle-Syria, from Egypt, and 
from Assyria, and also under a Hebrew in Palestine, 


2 Cod. 118, p. 160, ed. Hoesch.; Lumper, Iv. 44; Routh, 1. 377. 
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tinuity. And Clement, the second of our witnesscs, | Cremenr. 
was trained in the school of Pantznus. He speaks as ¢. 165—220 











before he met with Pantznus. ‘And these men,’ he 
writes, ‘preserving the truce tradition of the blessed 
‘teaching directly from Peter and James, from John and 
‘Paul, the holy Apostles, son receiving it from father 
‘(but few are they who are like their fathers), came by 
‘God’s providence even to us, to deposit among us those 
‘seeds [of truth] which were derived from their ancestors 
‘and the Apostles’.’ 

Of the African Church I have already spoken, The 
venerable relics of the Old Latin Version attest the 
early reception of the New Testament there, and the 
care with which it was studied. In themselves those 
fragments are incomplete, and often questionable ; but 
they do not stand alone. The writings of Tertullian 
furnish an invaluable commentary on the conclusions 
which have been drawn from them*; and in turn his 
testimony is the judgment of his Church; an inheritance, 


ili. The tes- 
timony of 
the African 
Church. 


and not a deduction. 


¥ Clem. Alex. Strom.1. 1.11 (Euseb. 
HE. V. 11): "Hén 5¢ ob ypadh els 
éwldecty rerexvacuevn Oe 7 wpayya- 
tela A\Ad poe Uropyhara els yhpas 
Onoauplferas AHOns Pdpuaxoy, elSwdov 
drexvas kal oxwoypadla ruw évapyayr 
Kal éuwixwy éxelvwy ov xarniwwny 
éwaxoica: Adyww re kal dydpwy pa- 
kapluy xal Tp byre dgiortéywr. Tov- 


ruv 6 pev éwl rijs ‘ENAddos 6 "Iwnxos, pdvy 


of (Euseb. 6) 62 él. ris peydAns ‘FA- 
Addos, Tis xol\ns Oarepos atrav Zv- 
plas yv 6 8 dm’ Alyiwrou' Brox 6é 
dva Thy avaro\ny, xal rauvrys 6 pey 
rns trav ‘Agoupluy 6 8 é» Tada- 
orlyy ‘EBpaios dvéxafery votratw de 
wemruxwv (Suvaue 52 odros wpwros 
hv) dveravoduny év Aliyiurry Onpacas 
AeANOdTa. Zixedexh TQ Ovre 7 wédurra, 
wpogyrixoy re Kal dwoorokxod ec- 
puvos Ta GvOn Spewduevos dxqpardy 
Tl Yuwoews Xpnua Talis raw dxpowpé- 


vuw éveyévynoe Wuxais. aA ol per 


rh» ddnOq THs paxaplas cwtovres &- 


SacxaXlas wapadoow evOds dwd Ilé- 
Tpov re xal ‘laxwBov, "Iwayvou re xal 
IlavAov, rév dylwy dwrocro\w, waist 
wapd warpds éxdexouevos (Odbyoe oe 
ol rarpaow Suc), Axor dy olv Oeg 
kal els nuds rd wpoyomxa éxeiva cal 
droorokixd Karadnoopern owdpuara. 


kal eB ofS Sre ayadddcorra, oixl 
Ty éxppdce noddvres Aéyw ryde, 
éé ry Kara THY vroonuelwow 
tnpnoe. The passage is of great im- 
portance as shewing the intimate in- 
tercourse between different churches 
in Clement’s time and the uniformity 
of their doctrine. The. use of the 
prepositions is singularly exact and 
worthy of notice. I have 

Klotz's punctuation, which makes the 
passage unintelligible. 

2 Compare his sequence of quo- 
tations De resurr. carnis, 33 ff. 
a tala 6 ff., given above pp. 
262 f. 





TI.] TERTULLIAN. 


Tertullian himself insists on this with characteristic 
energy. ‘If,’ he says, ‘it is acknowledged that that is 
‘more true which is more ancient, that more ancient 
‘which is even from the beginning, that from the begin- 
- ning which is from the Apostles ; it will in like manner 
‘ assuredly be acknowledged that that has been derived 
‘ by tradition from the Apostles which has been preserved 
‘inviolate in the Churches of the Apostles. Let us see 
‘what milk the Corinthians drank from Paul; to what 
‘ rule the Galatians were recalled by his reproofs; what 
‘is read by the Philippians, the Thessalonians, the Ephe- 
‘sians; what is the testimony of the Romans, who are 
‘ nearest to us, to whom Peter and Paul left the Gospel, 
‘and that sealed by their own blood. We have more- 
‘ over Churches founded by John. For even if Marcion 
‘rejects his Apocalypse, still the succession of bishops [in 
‘the seven Churches] if traced to its source will rest on 
‘the authority of John. And the noble descent of other 
‘ Churches is recognised in the same manner. I say then 
‘that among them, and not only among the Apostolic 
“ Churches, but among all the Churches which are united 
‘with them in Christian fellowship, that Gospel of Luke 
‘which we earnestly defend has been maintained from 
‘its first publication’.. And ‘the same authority of the 


1 Adv. Marc. 1V. §: In summa si 
constat id verius quod prius, id prius 
uod et ab initio, ab initio quod ab 
postolis: pariter utique constabit 
id esse ab Apostolis traditum quod 
apud ecclesias Apostolorum fuerit 
sacrosanctum, Videamus quod lac a 
Paulo Corinthii hauserint ; ad quam 
lam Galate sint recorrecti ; quid 
legant Philippenses, Thessalonicen- 
ses, Ephesii; quid etiam Romani de 
proximo sonent, quibus evangelium 
et Petrus et Paulus sanguine quoque 
suo signatum reliquerunt. Habemus 


et Johannis alumnas ecclesias. Nam 
ets! Apocalypsim ejus Marcion re- 
spuit, ordo tamen episcoporum ad 
originem recensus in Johannem sta- 
bit auctorem. Sic et ceterarum ge- 
nerositas recognoscitur. Dico itaque 
apud illas, nec solas jam Apostolicas 
sed apud universas quz illis de so- 
cietate sacramenti confoederantur, id 
evangelium Lucz ab initio editionis 
suse stare quod cummaxime tuemur, 
The clause zn Fohannem stalit auc- 
torem is commonly translated ‘will 


‘shew it (the Apocalypse\ to have 
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‘Apostolic Churches will uphold the other Gospels: 


‘which we have in due succession through them and: 
‘according to their usage, I mean thosc of [the Apostles} 
‘Matthew and John: although that which was published 
‘by Mark may also be maintained to be Peter’s, whose 
‘interpreter Mark was: for the narrative of Luke als, 
‘is gencrally ascribed to Paul: [since] it is allowable that 
‘that which scholars publish should be regarded as ther §- 
‘master’s work.’ ‘These are for the most part the sum 
‘mary arguments which we employ when we argue about 
‘the Gospels against heretics, maintaining both the order 
‘of time which sets aside the later works of forgers (pos 
‘teritati falsariorum przescribenti), and the authority d 
‘Churches which upholds the tradition of the Apostles; 
‘because truth necessarily precedes forgery, and proceeds 
‘from them to whom it has been delivered’.’ 

The words of Tertullian sum up clearly and decisively 
what has been said before of the evidence of Irenzeus and, 
Clement. All the Fathers at the close of the second: 
century agree in appealing to the testimony of antiquity : 
as proving the authenticity of the books which they used | 
as Christian Scriptures. And the appeal was made at 


‘John for its author;’ but it is evi- 
dent that such a translation is quite 
out of place even if the words admit 
of it. Comp. de Prescr. Her. 36. 

l Ady. Aare. lc. Cf. tb. IV. 2: 
Constituimus inprimis evangelicum 
instrumentum s{Zosfolos auctores ha- 
bere, quibus hoc munus evangelii 
promulgandi ab ipso Domino sit im- 
positum; si et Afostolicos, non ta- 
men solos sed cum Apostolis et post 
Apostolos ; quoniam pradicatio dis- 
cipulorum suspecta fieri posset de 
glorize studio si non assistat illi auc- 
tcritas mavistrorum, immo Christi, 
Guz magistros Apostolos fecit. 

2 It is almost superfluous to give 
any references to the quotations from 


the acknowledged Books made by 
Irenzus, Clement, and Tertullian; 
but many of the following are wor 
thy of notice on other grounds thas 
merely as attesting the authentiaty 
of the books. 
(2) The Four Gosfels : 
Iren.c. Har, W1. 11. 8; Clem. 
Strom. WI. 13. 933 Tert. 
adv. Marc. IV. 2. 
(8) The Acts: 
Tren, II. 15. 13 Clem. Strem. 
V. 12. 83; Tert. adv. Mare. 
v. 2. Compare the remark- 
able passage, Le Praxr. 
Har. 22. 
(y) The Catholic Epistles: 
1 John: Iren. 111. 16.8; Clem 





I] AT THE CLOSE OF THE SECOND CENTURY. 





a time when it was easy to try its worth. The links 
which connected them with the Apostolic age were few 
and known: and if they had not been continuous it 
would have been easy to expose the break. But their 
appeal was never gainsaid; and it still remains as a 
sure proof that no chasm separates the old and the new 
in the history of Christianity. Those great teachers are 
themselves an embodiment of the unity and progress of 
the faith. | 

This will appear in yet another light when it is 
noticed that Clement and Irenzus speak from opposite 
quarters of Christendom, and exactly from those in 
which we have found before no traces of the circulation 
of the Apostolic writings. They tell us what was the 
fulness of the doctrine on Scripture where the Churches 
had grown up in silence. They shew in what way the 
books of the New Testament were the natural help of 
Christian men, as well as the ready armoury of Christian 
advocates. 

The evidence for the reception of the acknowledged 


Strom. It. 15. 66; Tert. adv. 1 Thessalonians: Iren. v. 6. 1; 
Prax. 25. Clem. Strom. 1. 11. &3. 

1 Peter: Iren. IV. 9. 2; Clem. 2 Thessalonians: Iren. v. 25. 
Ped. 1. 6 443 Tert. oe. 1; Clem. Strom. v. 3. 17. 
Gnost, 12. See however 1 Timothy: Iren. 1. Pref. ; 
p- 263, n. 3. Clem. Sfront. Il. 11. 52. 

(6) The Pauline Epistles: 2 Timothy: Iren. 111. 14. 1; 

Romans: Iren. Il. 22. 23 Clem. Strom. 11. 6. 53. 
Clem. Strom. Il. 21. 134. Titus: Iren. 1. 16. 3; Clem. 

1 Corinthians: Iren. 1. 8. 2; Strom. 1. 14. 59. 

Clem. Strom. I. I. 10. The Epistle to Philemon is 

2 Corinthians: Iren. 111. 7. 15 nowhere quoted by Clement | 
Clem. Strom. 1.1. 4. or Irenzus, but ‘lertullian, 

Galatians: Iren. Il 7. 23 who examines the ‘hirteen 
Clem. Strom. 1. 8. 41. Pauline Epistles in the fifth 

Ephesians: Iren. 1. 8 5; book against Marcion, dis- 
Clem. Strom. Ul. 4. 28. tinctly recognises it. 

Philippians: Iren. 1. ro. 1; (€) The Apocalypse: 

Clem. Strom. 1. 11. 53. Iren. V. 35. 23 Clem. Fed. 11. 

‘Colossians: Iren. HI. 4. 13; 10. 108; Tert. adv. Aare. | 
Clem. Strom. 1. 1. 15. Ill. 14. 
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books of the New Testament at the close of the second 
century is made more complete by the general character 
which was assigned to them. Special causes hindered 
the universal circulation of the other books, but these 
were regarded throughout the Church as parts of an 
organic whole, correlative to the Old Testament, and of 
equal weight with it. They were considered to be not 
only Apostolic, but also authoritative. ‘The Scriptures 
‘are perfect, Irenzeus says, ‘inasmuch as they were ut 
‘tered by the word of God and His Spirit’;’ and what he 
understands by the Scriptures is evident from the cours 
of his arguments, in which he makes use of the books 
of the Old and New Testaments without distinction 
‘There could not,’ he elsewhere argues, ‘be either mort 
‘than four Gospels or fewer.’ That number was pre 
figured by types in the Mosaic ritual and by analogies 
in nature, so that all are ‘vain and ignorant and daring 
‘besides who set at nought the fundamental notion (idé) 
‘of the Gospel*’ Clement again recognises generally a 
collection of ‘the Scriptures of the Lord,’ under the title 
of ‘the Gospel and the Apostle*;’ and this collective 
title shews that the books were regarded as essentially 
one. But this unity was produced by ‘the harmony 
‘of the Law and the Prophets, and of the Apostles and 
‘the Gospels in the Church‘ All alike proceeded from 
One Author: all were ‘ratified by the authority of 
‘Almighty Power’” Tertullian marks the introductioa 
of the phrase ‘ New Testament’ as applied to the Evat 
gelic Scriptures, ‘If, he says, ‘I shall not clear up this 


e 

1 Tren. ¢. Har. 11.28. 2: Scripturee 8 re awécrodos xedevover. Elsewhere 
quidem perfectze sunt, quippea Ver- Clement uses the plural arderoe 
bo Dei et Spiritu ejus dictz. Cf. Reuss, pp. 125, 140. 

2 Tren. c. Her. Ul. 11.8 sq. 4 Strom. V1. 11. 88, 

3 Strom. Vil. 3.14: opas yapav- © “Strom. IV. 1. 2. 
rods alxuadwrifew...76 Te evaryyédov 
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‘ point by investigations of the Old Scripture, I will take 
‘the proof of our interpretation from the New Testa- 
‘ment...For behold both in the Gospels and in the 
* Apostles I observe a visible and an invisible God...’ 

The clear testimony of Irenzus, Clement, and Ter- 
tullian—clear because their writings are of considerable 
extent—finds complete support not only in the fragments 
of earlier Fathers, but also in smaller contemporary 
works. Athenagoras at Athens and Theophilus at 
Antioch make use of the same books generally, and 
treat them with the same respect*. And from the.close 
of the second century, with the single exception of the 
Apocalypse, the books thus acknowledged were always 
received without doubt until subjective criticism ventured 
to set aside the evidence of antiquity’. 

But it is necessary to repeat, what has been continu- 
ally noticed during the course of our enquiry, that this 
result was obtained gradually, spontaneously, silently‘, 
There is no evidence to shew that at any time the claims 
of the Apostolic writings to be placed on an equal foot- 
ing with those of the Old Testament, which formed 
the first Christian Bible, were deliberately discussed and 
admitted. The establishment of purely Gentile Churches, 
unfamiliar with the Jewish Scriptures, led no doubt to 
the collection of other books which answered more 


1 Adv. Prax. 1§: Si hunc articu- 
lum quzstionibus Scripture Veteris 
non expediam, de Novo Testamento 
sumam confirmationem nostre in- 
terpretationis, ne quodcumque in 
Filium reputo in Patrem proinde 
defendas. Ecce enim et in Evan- 
geliis et in Apostolis visibilem et 
invisibilem Deum deprehendo, sub 
manifesta et peronalt distinctione 
conditionis utriusque. id. c. 20: 
totum instrumentum utriusque Tes- 
tamenti... De Pudic.1: Pudicitia... 


trahit...disciplinam per instrumen- 
tum preedicationis et censuram per 
judicia ex rede Testamento... | 
Comp. p. 253 and notes. 

; Compare pp. 228 ff. 

3 The assaults of the Manichees 
on the books of the New Testament 
cannot be considered an exception 
to the truth of this statement. Some- 
thing will be said about them here- 
after. 

* Compare pp. § f., 12 f., 56 ff., 
230, 327 fi. 
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directly to new religious wants. The controversies with 
Ebionites and Marcionites served soon after to quicken 
the sense of the loss which followed from the neglect of 
the records of the earlier or of the later revelation. Theré 
must also have been frequent interchange and compat: | 
son of the first Christian writings. But when full allow - 
ance is made for these occasional influences and essays : 
in criticism, the fact remains that slow experience and 
spiritual instinct decided the practical judgment of the 
Church. Step by step the books which were stamped 
with Apostolic authority were separated from the mass 
of other works which contained the traditions or opinions 
of less authoritative teachers. Without controversy and 
without effort ‘the Gospel and the Apostles’ were recog- 


‘nised as inspired sources of truth in the same sense as 


‘the Law and the Prophets.’ In both cases the judgment 
appeared as a natural manifestation of the life of the 
Christian body, and not as a logical consequence of 
definite principles. It was an inevitable consequence of 
this progressive and vital recognition of an Apostolic : 
canon that some difference of opinion as to its exact 
limits should coexist with general agreement as to its | 
contents, though no difference of opinion remained as to 
the religious authority of all the books admitted in it 
Thus doubts existed in various Churches as to the com ’ 
pletencss with which some books satisfied the criterion 
of Apostolicity which was made the final test of recep- 
tion; and an examination of these doubts as to their ' 
ground and their prevalence, which forms the subject of ' 
the next Chapter, throws considerable light upon the 
mode and circumstances in which the contents of the 
New Testament were fixed. 


CHAPTER II. 


THE TESTIMONY OF THE CHURCHES TO THE DISPUTED 
BOOKS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 


In Canonicis Scripturis Ecclesiarum Catholicarum quamplurium auctori- 
tatem [indagator solertissimus] sequatur. 


A UGUSTINUS. 


EVEN books of the New Testament, as is well known, 
have been received into the Canon on evidence less 
complete than that by which the others are supported’. 
In the controversy which has been raised about their 
claims to Apostolic authority much stress has been laid 
on their internal character. But such a method of rea- 
soning is commonly inconclusive, and inferences are 
drawn on both sides with equal confidence. In every 
instance the result will be influenced by preconceived 
notions of the state of the early Church, and it is possible 
that an original source of information may be disparaged 
because it is independent. History must deliver its full 
testimony before internal criticism can find its proper use. 
And here the:real question to be answered in the case of 
the disputed books is not Why we receive them? but 
Why should we not receive them? The general agree- 
ment of the Church in the fourth century is an antece- 
dent proof of their claims; and it remains to be seen 
whether it is set aside by the more uncertain and frag- 


1 The Epistles of James, Jude, 2 Peter, 2 and 3 John, to the Hebrews, 
and the Apocalypse. : 
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mentary evidence of earlier generations. If on the cor 

trary it can be proved, that the books were known from| 
the first though not known universally; if any explan 

tion can be given of their limited circulation ; if it canbe 
shewn that they were more generally received as they 
were more widely known: then it will appear that history: 
has decided the matter; and this decision of history wi! 


be conclusive. 


The idea of forming the disputed booxs 


into a Deutero-canon of the New Testament (advocated 
by many Roman Catholics in spite of the Council oy 
Trent, and by many of the early reformers’), though ! 
appears plausible at first sight, is evidently either a meté 
confession that the question is incapable of solution, of 


a re-statement of it in other words. 


The second Epis 


of St Peter is either an authentic work of the Apostle o 
a forgery ; for in this case there can be no mean. Ané 
the Epistles of St James and St Jude and that to the 
Hebrews, if they are genuine, are Apostolic at least i 

the same sense as the Gospels of St Mark and St Luké 


and the Acts of the Apostles’. 


It involves a manifest 


confusion of ideas to compensate for a deficiency of his4 
torical proof by a lower standard of Canonicity. Theex4 
tent of the divine authority of a book cannot be made t 
vary with the completeness of the proof of its genuine 


ness. 


1 Even Augustine appears to have 
favoured this view: Tenebit igitur 
[Scripturarum indagator] hunc mo- 
dum in Scripturis Canonicis ut eas 
que ab omnibus accipiuntur Ec- 
clesiis Catholicis praeponat iis quas 
quedam non accipiunt; in ils vero 
quee non accipiuntur ab omnibus 
preeponat eas quas plures graviores- 
que accipiunt iis quas pauciores mi- 
norisque auctoritatis Ecclesize tenent 
(De Doctr. Chr. Ul. 12). In spite of 
the authority however it is clear 


The genuineness must be admitted before the 


that such a statement can rest ¢ 
no logical basis. 

2 I do not by any means intend te 
assert that every work of an Apostid 
or Apostolic writer as such 
have formed part of the Canon; i 
deed I believe that many A 
writings may have been lost 
they had oe their purpose, 
that these books have received th 
recognition of the Church in such 4 


manner that if genuine mast 
be Canonical. er they 
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authority can have any positive value, which from its 
nature cannot admit of degrees; and till the genuineness 
be established the authority remains in abeyance. 

The evidence which has been collected hitherto for 
‘the Apostolicity of the disputed books may be briefly 
summed up as follows. The Epistle to the Hebrews is 


certainly referred to by Clement of Rome, and probably | > 


by Justin Martyr; it is contained in the Peshito, though 
probably the version was made by a separate translator ; 
but it is omitted in the fragmentary Canon of Muratori, 
and, as it appears, it was wanting also in the Old Latin 
version’. Except the opinion of Tertullian, which has 
been mentioned by anticipation, nothing has been found 
tending to determine its authorship. The Epistle of 
St James is referred to by Hermas and probably by Cle- 
ment, and is included in the Peshzto (according to some 
copies as the work of St James the Elder); but it is not 
found in the Muratorian Canon, nor in the Of Latin’. 
The Epistle of St Jude and probably the two shorter 
Epistles of St John are supported by the authority of 
the Muratorian Canon and of the O/d Latin version; but 
they are not found in the Peshzto*. The Apocalypse 
is distinctly mentioned by Justin as the work of the 
Apostle John, and Papias and Melito bear witness to its 
authority: it is included in the Muratorian Canon, but 
not in the Peshito*. No certain trace has yet been found 
of the second Epistle of St Peter’. 

From this general summary it will be seen that up to 
this time the Epistle of St James and that to the Hebrews 
rest principally on the authority of the Eastern (Syrian) 
Church: the second and third Epistles of St John and 


1 Cf. pp. §0, 170, 218, 238 n. 3, 
260, 26a 
3 Cf. pp. 48, 201, 218, 244, 265. 
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the Epistle of St Jude on that of the Western Church; 
the Apocalypse on that of the Church of Asia Minor. 
It remains to inquire how far these lines of evidence are 
extended and confirmed in the great divisions of th 
Church up to the close of the third century’, 


§ 1. Zhe Alexandrine Church. 


The testimony of the Alexandrine Church, as has 
been noticed already, is of the utmost importance, owing 
to the natural advantages of its position and the conspé 
cuous eminence of its great teachers during the third 
century. Never perhaps have two such men as Clem 
and Origen contributed in successive generations to b 
up a Christian Church in wisdom and humility. No 
fathers ever did more to vindicate the essential harmony 
of Christian truth with the lessons of history and th 
experience of men; and in spite of their many faults an 
exaggerations, perhaps no influence on the whole ha 


been less productive of evil® 


No catalogue of the Books of the New Testamen 
occurs in the writings of Clement; but Eusebius has give 
a summary of his ‘Hypotyposes’ or ‘Outlines’ whid 


serves in some measure to supply the defect’. 


‘Clemens 


‘in his Outlines, to speak generally, has given concis 
‘explanations of all the Canonical Scriptures (adoys 14 
‘ évdiaOnxov ypadis) without omitting the disputed books 
‘I mean the Epistle of Jude and the remaining Cathol 
‘Epistles, as well as the Epistle of Barnabas and the s 


1 On the partial use of Apocry- 
authority by different Fathers, see 
App. B. 

Athenagoras is sometimes classed 


with the Alexandrine school, but his 
writings contain no clear references 


to any of the disputed books. C 
phal or Ecclesiastical writings as of Lardner, Pt. 11. c. 18, § 12; Sap 


pp: 229 f. 


5 The testimony of Pantznus ( 
to the Epistle to the Hebrews as 
work of St Paul is noticed on t 


following page. 
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ed Revelation of Peter. And moreover he says that | (Pi 


Epistle to the Hebrews is Paul’s, but that it was | 
‘ten to the Hebrews in the Hebrew dialect, and that 
ce having carefully (d@cAor¢uws) translated it es 
ed it for the use of the Greeks. And that it is | 
ng to the fact that he translated it that the com | 
cion (ypeta) of this Epistle and that of the Acts) 
yund to be the same. - Further he remarks that it is | 
iral that the phrase Paul an Apostle does not occur | 
he superscription, for in writing to Hebrews, who | 
conceived a prejudice against him and suspected | 
, he was very wise in not repelling them at the | 
inning by affixing his name. And then a little: 
her- on he (Clement) adds: And as the blessed 
ibyter (? Pantzenus) before now used to say, since | 
Lord, as being the Apostle of the Almighty, was | Hebe. ii + | 
' to the Hebrews, Paul through his modesty, inas- | 
th as he was sent to the Gentiles, does not inscribe | 
self Apostle of the Hebrews, both on account of , 
honour due to the Lord, and because it was a work 
upererogation that he addressed an Epistle to the, 
rrews also (€x weptovotas Kal Tois ‘EBpaious émriorén- 
) since he was herald and Apostle of the Gentiles.’ 
testimony to the Pauline origin of the Epistle to the | sozte Epistle 
. ° . ° : : ‘ to the He- 

‘ews which is contained in this passage is evidently | brews, 
2 greatest value. There can be little doubt that the 
sed presbyter’ was Pantanus; and thus the tradition , 
tied up almost to the Apostolic age. With regard | 

2 other disputed books, the words of Eusebius imply fo the Catho- 
distinction between ‘the Epistle of Jude and the| © 
1olic Epistles,’ and ‘the Epistle of Barnabas and the 

elation of Peter. But the whole statement is very 

y worded, and its true meaning must be sought by 

1 Euseb. #. £. VI. 14. 
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comparison with other evidence. Fortunately this is not | 
wanting. Photius after commenting very severely on 
the doctrinal character of the Outlines adds ; ‘Now the 
‘whole scope of the book consists in giving as it were in- 
‘terpretations of Genesis, of Exodus, of the Psalms; of 
‘the Epistles of St Paul, and of the Catholic Epistles, 
‘and of Ecclesiasticus’.’ The last clause is very obscure; 


| but whatever may be meant by it, it is evident that the 


detailed enumeration is most imperfect, for the Oxélines 
certainly contained notes on the four Gospels. But if 
Clement had distinctly rejected any book which Photius 
held to be Canonical, or treated any Apocryphal book as 
part of Holy Scripture, it is likely that he would have 
mentioned the fact; and thus negatively his testimony 
modifies that of Eusebius, at least so far as that seems to 
imply that Clement treated the Epistle of Barnabas and 
the Revelation of Peter as Canonical. A third account 
of the Outlines further limits the statements of Eusebius 
and Photius. Cassiodorus, the chief minister of Theo 
doric, in his ‘Introduction to the reading of Holy 
Scripture’ says: ‘Clement of Alexandria a presbyter, 
‘who is also called Stromateus, has made some con- 
‘ments on the Canonical Epistles, that is to say on the 
‘first Epistle of St Petcr, the first and second of St 
‘John, and the Epistle of St Fames, in pure and elegant 
‘language. Many things which he has said in them 
‘shew refinement, but some a want of caution: and we 
‘have caused his comments to be rendered into Latin, 
‘so that by the omission of some trifling details which 


1 Phot. Cod. 109. Bunsen, Anal. dAov rbyos "ExxAnovacrixds is a mar 
Ante-Nic. 1. p.165. For xal rwyxado- vellous phrase. The reference to the 
Aexwy Kal rou éxxAnotaorixod (Bekk. book of Ecclesiasticus in such a cor 
éxx\novacrov) Bunsen prints xal ray nexion, however perplexing, is not 
xaO. xal rod xaOdXov répou'Ex- without parallel. Cf. pp. 218 f£, 384. 


aAnocacrixolv. But surely 6 xadJ- 





II.] CLEMENT OF ALEXANDRIA. 


‘might cause offence his teaching may be imbibed with 


‘greater security’.’ There can be little doubt that the 


Latin Adumbrationes which are given in the editions 
of Clement are the notes of which Cassiodorus speaks. 
There is however one discrepancy between the descrip- 
tion and the Adumbrationes. These are written on the 
first Epistle of St Peter, the Epistle of St Fude (not St 


| 


Fames), and the first two Epistles of St John; but in’ 
general character they answer to the idea which might | 
be formed of the work, and Cassiodorus himself is by no 


means so accurate a writer that his testimony should be’ 


decisive®. The Adumbrationes contain numerous refer- 
ences to Scripture, and expressly assign the Epistle to 
the Hebrews to St Paul®*. The scattered testimonies 
which are gathered from the text of Clement’s extant 
works recognise the same books. He makes several 
quotations from the Epistle to the Hebrews as St Paul’s‘, 


from the Epistle of St Jude*, and one among many others | 
from the first Epistle of St John which implies the ex- | 


istence of a second*; while he uses the Apocalypse 
frequently, assigning it to the Apostle St John’; but he 
nowhere makes any reference to the Epistle of St James’. . 

There can then be little doubt that the reading in Cas-' 


siodorus is false, and that ‘Jude’ should be substituted | 


1 The passages are printed at IZaO)os...rots EBpalos ypddwy. 


| 


length by Bunsen, 74. pp. 323 sqq.; _° Strom. Il. 2. 112 ext rovrwy | 
and in the editions of Clement. olua:...rpopyrixis ‘lovday ev rz ae) 


Klotz, Iv. pp. §2 sqq.- oroAy elpnxévas, 


q 
9 It may be added that Cassiodo- © Strom. 11. 15.66: palveras 8é xal | 
rus omits Jude in his list of the "Iwdvyns & 77 pel ove éxtoroAy Tas | 


books of the New Testament. See diagupds rav duapriaw éxdiddoxwr. 
App . D. Comp. p. 384, n. 1. 
But it is added that it was trans- 7 Peed. 11. 12. 119. Strom. VI. 13. 


lated by St Luke: Lucas quoque et 107: ws gnuw év ry amoxadvpe oO. | 


Actus Apostolorum stylo exsecutus "Iwdyvys. 

agnoscitur et Pauli ad Hebrxos in- ® The instances commonly quoted | 

terpretatus epistolam. Cf. p. 358. are rightly set aside by Lardner, i. 
Clem. Alex. Strom. VI. 8. 62: 223, $8. 
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for ‘James ;’ and thus the different lines of evidence are 
found to coincide exactly. Clement, it appears, recog- 
| nised as Canonical all the books of the New Testament 
| except the Epistle of St James, the second Epistle of St 
Peter, and the third Epistle of St John. And his silence 
as to these can prove no more than that he was un- 
acquainted with them‘. | 
Origen completed nobly the work which Clement 
began. During a long life of labour and suffering he 
learnt more fully than any one who went before him the 
: depth and wisdom of the Holy Scriptures ; and his testi- 
fneue to their divine claims is proportionately more 
'complete and systematic. Eusebius has collected the 
| chief passages in which he speaks on the subject of the 
‘Canon, and though much that he says refers to the 
| Acknowledved Books, his evidence is too important to 
be omitted. Like the Fathers who preceded him, he 
professes only to repeat the teaching which he had re- 
lceived. ‘In the first book of his Commentaries on 
:* Matthew,’ Eusebius writes, ‘preserving the rule of the 
‘Church, he testifies that he knows only four Gospels, 
| writing to this effect: I have learnt by tradition con- 
' ‘cerning the four Gospels, which alone are uncontroverted 
'‘in the Church of God spread under heaven, that that 
‘according to Matthew, who was once a publican but 
‘afterwards an Apostle of Jesus Christ, was written first; 
‘,..that according to Mark second ;...that according to 
‘Luke third ;...that according to John last of all*, 
‘The same writer,’ Eusebius continues, ‘in the fifth 








1 Clement’s use of the writings of tions of Mathias) will be considered 
the sub-apostolic Fathers (Clement in App. B. It is enough to notice 
of Rome, Hermas, Barnabas) and of that there is no evidence to shew 
certain Apocryphal books (the Gos- that he attributed to them a decisive 
pels according to the Hebrews and authority, as he did to the writings 
the Egyptians, the Preaching and of the Apostles in the strictest sense. 
the Apocalypse of Peter, the Tradi- 2 Euseb. 4. £. vi. 25. 
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‘book of his Commentaries on the Gospel of John says 
‘this of the Epistles of the Apostles: Now he who was 
‘made fit to be a minister of the new covenant, not of the 
‘letter but of the spirit, Paul, who fully preached the 
‘Gospel from Jerusalem round about as far as Illyricum, 
‘did not even write to all the Churches which he taught, 
‘and sent moreover but few lines (#riyous) to those to 
‘which he wrote. Peter again, on whom the Church of 
‘Christ is built against which the gates of hell shall not 
‘ prevail, has left behind one Epistle generally acknow- 
‘ledged ; perhaps alsoa second, for it is a disputed ques- 
‘tion. Why need I speak about him who reclined upon 
‘the breast of Jesus, John, who has left behind a single 
‘Gospel, though he confesses that he could make so 
‘many as not even the world could contain? He wrote 
‘moreover the Apocalypse, having been commanded to 
‘keep silence, and not to write the voices of the seven 
_‘thunders. He has left behind also one Epistle of very 
‘few lines: perhaps too (éorw S€ xal deut.') a second 
‘and third; for all do not allow that these are genuine; 
‘nevertheless both together do not contain a hundred 
‘ lines.’ 
‘In addition to these statements [Origen] thus dis- 


‘cusses the Epistle to the Hebrews in his Homilies upon | tre 


‘it: Every one who is competent to judge of differences 
‘of diction (fpacewv) would acknowledge that the style 
‘(xapaxtnp tHs AéEews) Of the Epistle entitled to the 
‘Hebrews does not exhibit the Apostle’s rudeness and 
‘simplicity in speech (ro év Aoyo édvwtixoy), though he 
‘acknowledged himself to be szmple in his speech, that is 
‘in his diction (t7 ¢pacer), but it is more truly Greek in 
‘its composition (cuvOéces THs NéEews). And again, that 
‘the thoughts (vonuatra) of the Epistle are wonderful, 
1 Comp. Zp. ad Afric. c. 14. 
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‘and not second to the acknowledged writings of the 
‘Apostle, every one who pays attention to the reading 
‘of the Apostle’s works would also grant to be true 
‘And after other remarks he adds: If I were to express 
‘my own opinion I should say that the thoughts are 
‘the Apostle’s, but the diction and composition that of 
‘some one who recorded from memory the Apostles 
‘teaching, and as it were illustrated with a brief Com- 
| mentary the sayings of his master (avrouynpovevoarto... 
‘xal worrepel cxyodoypagncavtos). If then any Church 
‘hold this Epistle to be Paul’s, we cannot find fault with 
‘it for so doing (evdoxipe’ra xal él tovte@); for it 
‘not without good reason (ov« eiey) that the men of ald 
‘time have handed it down as Paul’s. But who it wa 
‘who wrote the Epistle God only knows certainly. The 
‘account (ioropia) which has reached us is [manifold} 
‘some saying that Clement who became Bishop of Rom 
‘wrote it, while others assign it to Luke the author of 
‘the Gospel and the Acts’.’ 
Much has been written since upon the subject with 
which Origen deals thus wisely, but not one step bas 
been surely made beyond the limit which he fixe 


touches, but without adding anything to their real fore 
New conjectures have been made, more groundless that 
those which he mentions, but his practical conclusia 
remains unshaken. The Epistle though not St Pauls 
in the strictest sense is eminently Pauline ; and from th 
time of Origen it was generally received as St Paul's @ 
this wider view of authorship by the Alexandrine Churd, 


2 Comp. Hier. in Eph. c. ii. 15 in Js. c. lvii. 13 f. (p. 677) de quo a 
(p. 583): Nescio quid tale et in alia Hebrzos loquitur qui scribit eps 
epistola (si quis tamen eam recipit)..._ lam (Hebr. xii. 22 f.). These phrases 
Paulus subindicat (Hebr. xi. 39f.); are probably due to Origen. 
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and thence in the fourth century by the great scholars | Chap. i. 
of the West. 

There still remain two passages in Rufinus’ version? | The testimo- 
of the Homilies on Genesis and Joshua in which we find Homilies 
an incidental enumeration of the different authors and 
books of the New Testament. It is however impossible 
to insist on these as of primary authority. Rufinus, 
as is well known, was not content to render the simple 
words of Origen, but sought in several points to bring 
them into harmony with the current belief; and the 
comparison of some fragments of the Grcek text of one 
of the Homilies with his rendering of it shews clearly 
that he has allowed himself in these the same licence as 
in his other translations*®. Still there is something of 
Origen’s manner throughout the pieces; and in his 
popular writings he quotes parts of the disputed books 
without hesitation. 

The first passage is contained in a spiritual explana- | 72 passage 
tion® of the narrative concerning the wells which were |“niyon 
opened by Isaac after the Philistines had stopped them, ee ie 
and the new wells which he made. Moses, Origen tells 
us, was one of the servants of Abraham who first opened 
the fountain of the Law. Such too were David and the 
Prophets. But the Jews closed up those sources of life, 
the Scriptures of the Old Festament, with earthly 
thoughts; and when the antitype 6f Isaac had sought to 
lay them open, the Philistines strove with him. ‘So 
‘then he dug new wells; and so did his servants. 

‘Isaac’s servants were Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John: 








1 There can be no doubt that he in se divine sapientix nihilque operis 
was the author of it. Cf. Huet, sancti Spiritus continere (//om. in 
Origen. 111. 2. Gen. Il. 2). 

3° For instance, he adds such *° Hom.in Gen. xi.2. A differ- 
phrases as Sanctus Apostolus, and ent explanation of the wells is given 
translates ws obx Gyia ra Mwvodws Select. in Gen.Vi11. p.77 (ed. Lomm.\. 
ovyypapuara by Scripta Mosis nihil 
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‘his servants are Peter, James, and Jude: his servant 
‘also is the Apostle Paul; who all dig wells of the New 
‘Testament. But those who mind earthly things strive 
‘ever for these also, and suffer not the new to be formed, 
‘nor the old to be cleansed. They gainsay the sources 
‘opened in the Gospel: they oppose those opened by 
‘the Apostles’ (Evangelicis putets contradicunt: Aj 
Stolicts adversantur). 

The last quotation which I shall make is equally 
characteristic of Origen’s style. He has been speaking 
of the walls of Jericho which fell down before the blasts 
of the trumpets of the priests. ‘So too,’ he says’, ‘oar 
‘Lord, whose advent was typified by the son of Nua, 
‘when he came sent his Apostles as priests bearing 
‘well-wrought (ductiles) trumpets. Matthew first sound 
‘ed the priestly trumpet in his Gospel. Mark als, 
‘Luke and John, each gave forth a strain on ther 
‘priestly trumpets. Peter moreover sounds loudly of 
‘the twofold” trumpet of his Epistles: and so also James 
‘and Jude. Still the number is incomplete, and John 
‘gives forth the trumpet-sound in his Epistles and 
‘ Apocalypse; and Luke while describing the Acts of the 
‘Apostles. Lastly however came he who said: J #uak 
‘ that God hath set forth us Apostles last of all, and thu 
‘dering on the fourteen trumpets of his Epistles threw 
‘down even to the ground the walls of Jericho, that 
‘is to say all the instruments of idolatry and the do 
‘trines of philosophers.’ 

Such appears to have been Origen’s popular teaching. 
on the Canon, in discourses which aimed at spiritual i0- 
struction rather than at critical accuracy ; and it remains: 


‘to be seen how far these general outlines are filled up 


1 Hom. in Fos. Vu. 1. has a very remarkable reading, & 
4 Duabus tubis. One Manuscript ¢rédus. 


ORIGEN. 


Il] 


rally due to references contained in the Greek text of 
his writings ; and it is indeed on these only that absolute 
reliance can be placed. It is evident then from this 
kind of evidence, no less than from all other, that 
like Clement he received the Apocalypse as an un- 
doubted work of the Apostle St John’. Like Clement 
also he quotes the Epistle of St Jude several times, 
and expressly as the work of ‘the Lord’s brother ;’ but 
he implies in one place the existence of doubts as to 
its authority*, In addition to this he refers -to the 
‘ Epistle in circulation under the name of James’;’ but he 
nowhere I believe either quotes or mentions the second 
Epistle of St Peter‘, or the two shorter Epistles of St 
John. On the contrary, he quotes the Epistle of Peter’ 
and the Epistle of Fohn® in such a manner as at least 


in detail by special testimonies. The first place is natu- 


to shew that the other Epistles were not familiarly 


known. 


The Latin version of the Homilies supplies in part 


1 Comm. in Foan. T. 1.14: pysly 
oov dv 77 Groxadiye 6 rot ZeBedalou 
"I , 
3 Comm.in Matt, T. x. 17 (Matt. 
xili. 55, 56): Kal ‘Iovdas &ypayey 
émcorodry odcyéortxov pay wemdnpw- 
pévny 62 rijs obpavlou xapros éppwpé- 
vuw Néoyow...td. T. XVII. 30: el dé xal 
rye lobia mpdcord Tis ewiorodny... 

3 Comm. in Foan. T. X1X. 6: ws 
dy rp depouévy “TaxwBov emiororAg 
dpéyowpev. Cf. T. xx. 10 (urd Tay 
apoodexouerwy 16° wloris x.7.d., James 
ii, 20). He once quotes it without 
further remark: ws wapa ‘laxdéBy, 
Select, in Ps. xxx. T. XII. p. 129, but 
the authority of detached Scholia is 

uestionable. On the other hand he 
oes not quote James i. 17 when 
discussing at length the conception of 
God as Light. It may be concluded 
from one passage in his Commenta- 
ries on St Matthew (xiii. 55, 56), 


in which he notices that the St Jude 
there mentioned was the author of 
the Epistle which bore his name, and 
St James the one to whom St Paul 
refers in Gal. i. r9, that he was not 
inclined to believe that the Epistle 
of St James was written by the 
Lord’s brother. 

* It is impossible to insist confi- 
dently on the doubtful reading. 
Comm. in Matt. T. XV. 27: dwd rijs 
Ilérpov xpuwrns éxcorodjs.  érpov 
is apparently omitted in the Manu- 
scripts. Yet see Acts ii. 27, alpéces 
éxecodyorres (2 Pet. ii. 1). 

5 Select. in Ps. iti. (T. XI. 420): 
kara Ta Aeyoneva dv rH KadouKy 
émtoroAn wapa ry Ilérpw. Cf. Comm. 
in . T. VI. 18. 

Comm. in Matt. T. XVII. 19: 
To awd Tot ‘Iwdyvov xadoNKxis émxc- 
oroAyjs. 26. T. XV. 31: 9 Iwdevou 
éxioroA#, Yet cf. p. 366, n. a. 
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lypse. 
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what is wanting in the Greek Commentaries. It contains 
several distinct quotations of the second Epistle of & 
Peter’, and of the Epistle of St James, who is described 
in one place as ‘the brother of the Lord,’ but generally 
only as ‘the Apostle*;’ but even in this there is no refer- 
ence to the shorter Epistles of St John. 

The Epistle to the ‘Hebrews is quoted continually 
both in the Greek and in the Latin text, sometimes as 
the work of St Paul, sometimes as the work of the Apo 
stle, and sometimes without any special designation’. 

On the whole then there can be little doubt as to 
Origen’s judgment on the New Testament Canon. He. 
was acquainted with all the books which are received & 
present, and received as Apostolic all those which were 
recognised by Clement. The others he used, but with 
a certain reserve and hesitation, arising from a want of 
information as to their history, rather than from any 
positive grounds of suspicion‘. 


1 Hom. in Levit. 1V. 4: Petrus 
dixit (2 Pet. i. 4). Cf. Comm. in 
Rom. 1v.9. Hom. in Num. Xiit. 8: 
ut ait quodam in loco  scriptura 
(2 Pet. iit. 16). Cf. Hom. xvitt.s. ft 
Thus also de Princ. 1. §. 3: Petrus 
in prima epistola... 

* Comm. in Kom. 1v.8; James iv. 4. 

3 The passage quoted by Euse- 
bius from a Homily on the He- 
brews gives probably Origen’s ma- 
ture judgment on the authorship of 
the Epistle. In the earlier letter to 
Africanus he says, after quoting 
Hebr. xi. 37: GAN elxos rua ON 86- 
pevov awd ros els radra drodelicws 
ovyxpicacbae Tw Bovredpar: Tay 
dOerovvrwy Thy ewmecroAny ws od TlavAw 
yeypaupévny’ wpds bv aA\wy Abywr 
car ldlay xpptoumew els arddatw rod 
elvae TlavAou rhv éxcoroAty (T. XVII. 
p- 31). Though the date of this letter 
is probably A.D. 240, the Homilies 
were not written till after 245. 

* Origen’s quotations from the 


sub-apostolic Fathers (Clement o 
Rome, Hermas, Barnabas) and Apo 
cryphal Books (the Gos op 
to the Hebrews, the 
Peter, the Acts of Paul) will bt 
noticed in App. B. 

One famous passage in which Ot 
gen contrasts the Canonical 
with others deserves to be 
In commenting on Luke i. 1 he 97 
‘The phrase have taken in hand 
‘plies a tacit accusation of thor 
‘who rushed hastily to write 
‘without the grace of the 
‘Spirit. Matthew and Mark 
‘Luke and John did not fle ® 
‘hand to write their ia 
‘wrote them being full of the Holy 
‘Spirit......The Church has fot 
‘Gospels, heresies very many, 
‘which one is entitled according & 
‘the Egyplians, another according 
‘ the twelve A postles......Four 
‘only are approved, out of whic ' 
‘we must bring forth points of teach 
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Clement divided the Christian books into two great 
divisions, the Gospel and the Apostle or the Apostles. 
Origen repeats the same classification’; but he also 
advanced a step further, and found that these were 
united in one whole as ‘Divine Scriptures of the New 
‘Covenant’, written by the same Spirit as those before 
Christ’s coming’, and giving a testimony by which every 
word should be established *. 

Among the most distinguished scholars of Origen 
was Dionysius, who was promoted to the presidency of 
the Catechetical School about the year 231 A.D., and 
afterwards was chosen Bishop of Alexandria. During 
an active and troubled episcopate he maintained an inti- 
mate communication with Rome, Asia Minor, and Pales- 
tine; and in one place (referring to the schism of 
Novatus) he expresses his joy at ‘the unity and love 
‘everywhere prevalent in all the districts of Syria, in 
‘Arabia, Mesopotamia, Pontus, and Bithynia, and ‘in 
‘all the churches of the East’ Important fragments of 
his letters still remain, which contain numerous refer- 


‘ing under the person of our Lord 


..€k TOY wWemorevpévww july elvat 
‘and Saviour. There is I know a 


Oelww ypagday ris re Neyoudvys wa- 





‘Gospel which is called according to 
* Thomas, and [one] according to Ma- 
*thias ; and there are many others 
‘which we read, lest we should seem 
‘to be unacquainted with any point 
‘for the sake of those who think they 
‘ possess some valuable knowledge if 
‘they are acquainted with them. 
‘But in all these we approve nothing 
‘else but that which the Church ap- 
‘ proves, that is, four Gospels only as 
‘proper to be received’ (Hom. 1. in 
Luc.). The e may stand as a 
ear explanation of his judgment 
and his practice. 

1 Clem. Strom. Vil. 3. 143 V. 5- 
3; VI. 2. 88. Orig. Hom. in Ferem. 
XX. f. See p. 348. 

2 De Princip. tv. (Philoc. c. 1): 


Aatas dtabhjxns Kal THs Kadoupévns 
Kaw... 

3 De Princip. IV. 16: ob pdvov 5é 
wept Tw xpd Tis wapovclas Taira rd 
wvedua wxovdounoev, GAN are 7d avrd 
Tuyxdvor kal awd Tod évds Oeot, 7rd 
Suocoy xal éwl trav evayyeAlwy we- 
wolnxe xal éxl r@v dxogré\wy. Comp. 
Comm. in Foh. 1. 15. 

* Hom. in Ferem. 1. The well- 
known reference of Origen to the 
Shepherd of Hermas (Comm. in Rom. 
xvi. 14. Cf. Comm. in Matt, T. xiv. 
21) evidently expresses a private 
opinion on the book, and by no 
means places it on an equality with 
the Canonical Scriptures. Cf. App. B. 

5 Euseb. //7. £. Vi. 463 VII. 4, §: 
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ences to the New Testament; and among other quota- 
tions he makes use of the Epistle to the Hebrews as St 
Paul's', of the Epistle of St James’, and in his remarks 
on the Apocalypse mentions ‘the second and third 
‘Epistles circulated as works of John’ in such a way as 
to imply that he was inclined to receive them as authet- 
tic’. His criticism on the Apocalypse has been already 
noticed. He had weighed the objections which were 
brought against it, and found them insufficient to over- 
throw its Canonicity*, though he believed that it was not 
the work of the Apostle, and admitted that it was full of 
difficulties which he was unable to explain. ‘I will not 
‘deny, he says, ‘that the author of the Apocalypse was 
‘named John, for I fully allow (cuvawe) that it is the work 
‘of some holy and inspired man (dyiov...rivds wal be 
‘qvevotou); but I should not easily concur in the belief 
‘that this John was the Apostle, the son of Zebedee, the 
‘brother of James, who wrote the Gospel and the Catho 
‘lic Epistle’ And he then adds the grounds of his 
opinion: ‘for I conclude from a comparison of the cha- 
‘ racter of the writings, and from the form of the language, 
‘and the general construction of the book [of the Reve- 





1 Dion. ap. Euseb. H. Z. VI. 41: 
Thy dprayny rv vrapxéyrwr dpolws 
éxelvos ols xat TladAos éuaprupynce 
pera xapas wpocedétavro. Cf. Hebr. 
X. 34. 

2 Comm.in Luc, XX11. (Gallandi, 

Bibl. Pp. xiv. App. p. 117. C 
Proleg. v.) 6 yap Geos, dnolv, awel- 
paords dort kaxwy. James i. 13. 

3 Dion. ap. Euseb. 4/7. £. Vil. 25: 
GAN’ ovde ey ry Sevrépa epouéry 
"Iwdyvou xal rplry xalro Bpaxelacs 
odcas éxtoroAais 0 ‘Iwayyns dvopacri 
wpoxerrat GAN’ avywripws 0 wpecBure- 
pos yéyparrat. Though the context 
implies that he held these letters to 
be St John’s, yet he afterwards 


speaks of ‘his Epistle,’ as if he bad 
written but one (7 éxcoroA}, 9 
Bodtxy émcorody). This may sere 
to explain the similar u of On- 
gen. Cf. p. 363. This mode f 
speaking is most remarkably iller 


Cf. trated in the records of the seventh 


Council of Carthage (a.D. 2% 

Routh, Rell. Sacr. 111. p. 130), Wher | 
the second Epistle of St John is thes 

quoted: Ioannes Apostolus in ep 
stola sua posuit dicens (2 John 10, th 
In the fifth Council (Routh, p: 111) 
the first Epistle is quoted in the 
same words. 


* Cf. pp. 277 f. 
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LATER ALEXANDRINE WRITERS. 


‘lation] that [the John there mentioned] is not the 


‘same’.’ In this passage Dionysius makes no reference 
to any historical evidence in support of the opinion 
which he advocates, and consequently his objections 
gain no weight from his position. But the fact that he 
urged them is of great interest, as shewing the liberty 
which was still allowed in dealing with the Canon. He 
set forth the absolute authority of that which ‘could be 
‘proved by demonstration and teaching of the Holy 
‘Scriptures*:’ he regarded it as a worthy task even in 
small matters to ‘ harmonize the words of the Evangelists 
‘with judgment and good faith®:’ he allowed the Apoca- 
lypse itself to be the work of an inspired man; but 
nevertheless he regarded the special authorship of the 
sacred books as a proper subject for critical inquiry *. 
And this is entirely consistent with the belief that the 
Canon was fixed practically by the common use of 
Christians, and not definitely marked out by any special 
investigation—that it was formed by instinct, and not 
by argument. Dionysius exercised a free judgment on 
Scripture within certain limits, but these limits them- 
selves were already recognised. 

It does not appear that the opinion of Dionysius on 
the authorship of the Apocalypse made any permanent 


1 Dion. ap. Euseb. #. Z. fc: 
Texpalpopas yap x re Tov yOous éxa- 
tépwr Kal rov Trav doywy elSous Kal 
THs Tov BiBrlov detaywy7s Aeyo- 
péyys pn Tov aurdy elvac. The whole 

¢ is too long to quote, but 
will repay a careful perusal. I do not 
think there is any other piece of 
pure criticism in the early Fathers 
to compare with it for style and 
manner. 

3 Dion. ap. Euseb. 1. Z. VI. 24: 
... 7a Tats dwodeltec: xal SdacxaNlas 
tay ajlwy ypagay aoumcrardpeva 


KaTadexopevot. 

3 Dion. Ep. Canon. (Routh, Rel? 
Sacr. II. p. 225): Kal pydé d:adw- 
vety unde evayriovcda rods evayye- 
Moras wpds dAAHAOvs vrotdBwuey, 
ANN’ el nal. ptxporoyla ris elvar doter 
wepl rd Syrovpevor...nueis evryrwpdvws 
Ta AexXOévra xal wlarws dppdcar wpo- 
Oup}Owuev. He is referring to the 
accounts of the Resurrection. 

* It must be noticed that Diony- 
sius himself quoted the Apocalypse 
with respect: Euseb. 4. E. VII. 10 
ad init, 
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impression on the Alexandrine Church; but indeed the 
few fragments of later writers by which it is represented 
contain very little that illustrates the history of the 
disputed books. In the meagre remains which survive 
of the writings of Pierius, Theonas* (the successor of 
Dionysius in the Episcopate), and Phileas, I have noticed 
nothing which bears upon it. Theognostus, who was at 
the head of the Catechetical School towards the close of 
the third century, makes use of the Epistle to the 
Hebrews as authoritative Scripture*; and Peter Martyr 
(the successor of Theonas) refers to it expressly as the 
work of the Apostle’. 
The testimony of the Alexandrine Church to the 
New Testament Canon is thus generally uniform and 
clear. In addition to the acknowledged books the 
Epistle to the Hebrews and the Apocalypse were re- 
ceived there as divine Scripture even by those who 
doubted their immediate Apostolic origin. The two 
shorter Epistles of St John were well known and com- 
monly received‘; but no one except Origen, so far as 
can be discovered now, was acquainted with the second 





1 One passage of his famous letter 
to Lucianus deserves to be quoted. 
| As one step by which he was. to 


xl. 32). The succession of testimony 
does not end here. Alexander who 
became bishop about 313 A.D., and 





bring his master to the faith it is 
said: laudabitur et interim Zvange- 
lium Apostolusque pro divinis oracu- 
lis (Routh, Ae//. Sacr. WI. p. 443). 
The common use of this collective 
term, as has been noticed before 
(p. 348), marks a period in the history 
of the Canon. 

2 Routh, Rell. Sacr. 111. 409: ext 
d¢ rots yevoapévacs THs ovpavlov dw- 
peas cal reNewwOeiow ovdeula wepidel- 
wera ouyyvwuns arodoyla xal wa- 
palrnors (Hebr. vi. 4). 

3 Routh, All. Sacr. IV. 35: e 
pn, ws Aéyer 0 dwoarodos, éwidixoe 5° 
av nuas diuyounévous o xpovos (Hebr. 


Athanasius who succeeded him 
(326—373 A.D.), both quote the 
Epistle as St Paul’s. And Eutha- 
lius (c. 460 A.D.) only mentions the 
doubts which had been raised on the 
question to refute them (Credner, 
Linleit. ui. 498 f.). 

¢ Alexander, who has been men- 
tioned above, in a letter preserved 
by Socrates quotes the second Epi- 
stle as the work of ‘the Blessed 
‘John.’ Socr. H. £. 1. 6. 30. His 
testimony is valuable as indicating 
the tendency of the Alexandrine 
Church, which is clearly seen in 
later writers. 


ni. — mae 


II.] EGYPTIAN VERSIONS. 


Epistle of St Peter, and it is doubtful whether he made 
use of it’. 


- ~~ eer 
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In speaking of the Alexandrine Canon it is impossible | 7%¢ Egyp- 


to omit all mention of the Egyptian versions, which even 
in their present state shew singular marks of agreement 
with the Alexandrine text ; but further investigations are 
still required before any satisfactory results can be ob- 
tained as to their exact age or as to their original form 
and character*. Two versions into the dialects of Upper 
and Lower Egypt—the Thebaic (Sahidic) and Mem- 
phitic (Bahuric, often called Coptic)—date from the 
third century*, The few fragments of the Bashmuric 


1 In connexion with the Alexan- 
drine Church it is convenient to no- 
tice JULIUS AFRICANUS, who wrote 
a famous letter to Origen (cf. p. 364, 
n. 3), and studied at Alexandria, 
and afterwards lived at Emmaus in 
Palestine (c. 320 A.D.). His method 
of reconciling the genealogies in St 
Matthew and St Luke is well known, 
and furnishes an important proof of 
the attention bestowed in his time 
on the criticism of the Apostolic 
Books. He speaks generally of ‘ all 
*[the writings] of the Old Testament’ 
(89a rays wadads ScaOnans déperat, 
Routh, Rell. Sacr. 1. p. 226), thus 
implying (as Melito done before 
him) the existence of a written New 
Testament. It is uncertain from 
the language of Origen whether he 
received the Epistle to the Hebrews. 

ANATOLIUS bishop of Laodicea 
¢ 270 A.D. was likewise an Alex- 
andrian, but there is nothing in the 
fragments of his Paschal Canons 
(Euseb. //7. £. vit. 32) which bears 
on the history of the disputed books ; 
he makes use however of 2 Cor. iii. 
12 sqq-, giving to xarowrplfecbac 
(ver. 18) the sense of ‘beholding’ 
and not ‘reflecting.’ 

It may also be convenient to no- 
tice here the reference to the Canon 


C. 


of the Old and New Testaments in 
the APOSTOLICAL CONSTITUTIONS, 
II. §7, cf. §5. (See App. D.) The 
description of the New Testament is 
very incomplete and comprises only 
‘the Acts of the Apostles...the Ept- 
‘stles of Faul... the Gospels ra 
‘ Matthew and John...and of Luke 
‘and Mark...’ The enumeration, it 
must be added, is made with refer- 
ence to the use of the books in public 
services; but still the omission of all 
the Catholic Epistles is remarkable, 
and there are no certain references to 
any of them in the text of the book 
itself. Compare however Lardner, 
IV. 352. 

4 By far the most complete account 
of these versions yet given is that by 
Dr Lightfoot in the second edition 
of Dr Scrivener’s Plain Introduction, 
pp. 319 ff. 

3 “We should probably not be 
‘exaggerating, if we placed one or 
‘both of the principal Egyptian Ver- 
‘sions, the Memphitic and the The- 
‘baic, or at least parts of them, be- 
‘fore the close of the second cen- 
‘tury.’ Lightfoot, /.¢. p. 324. Dr 
Lightfoot suggests that the date ‘of 
‘the completion or codification of the 
‘Memphitic version’ may be fixed at 
the aid 
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dle of the third century, when \ 
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version belong fo a dialectic revision of the Thebaic. 
Of the Thebaic version considerable portions have bees 
preserved, and among them parts of all the disputed 
books; but it is as yet impossible to decide how fat 
they are derived from one source’. The Memphitic 
version offers a far more hopeful field for criticism 
This has been published entire from ancient Manw 
scripts, and the store of these has not yet been ex 
hausted. It is then not unreasonable to expect tha 
some scholar will point out in this translation, as ha: 
been done in the Latin and Syriac, how far an olda 
work underlies the printed text, and whether that cat 
be attributed to one author. But till this has beet 
determined no stress can be laid upon the evidence 
which the Version affords for the disputed Cathols 
Epistles*. One point however is clear. The Apocalyps 
had not a place among the Canonical books in th 
Memphitic version’. It appears also that it was nd 
included in the Thebaic Canon*, The other books an 
arranged in the MSS. of the Memphitic version, am 
in systematic quotations from the Thebaic in the sam 
way: (1) Gospels, (2) Pauline Epistles, (3) Cathols 
Epistles, (4) Acts’. In the Memphitic version the Gospel 
are found in their common order; but there are indi 
cations that at one time the Gospel of St John stoo 
before that of St Matthew in the Thebaic version’ 
It is further worthy of notice that the position in th 
Manuscripts occupied by the Epistle to the Hebrew 
—before the Pastoral Epistles—is consistent with th 


doubts were raised at Alexandria as notice that it contains the ent 
to the authorship of the Apocalypse N.T. 


(id. p. 343). > Lightfoot, Z.c. p. 342. 
1 Eightloot, . ¢. Pp. 354 fi. 4 id. p. 351. 
2 Though the Aithiopic Version 5 2d. pp. 343, 351. 


belongs to the next century, I may © éd. p. 351. 
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Judgment of the Alexandrine Church, which received it | Chap. i 
as the work of St Paul’. 


§ 2. The Latin Churches of Africa. | 


At Alexandria, as has been said, the two streams of 
tradition from the East and from the West unite; but 
elsewhere they may be traced each in its separate course. 
On the one side we follow the Latin Churches of Africa: 
on the other the Greek Churches of Asia. And both 
again re-appear in close connexion at Rome, a second 
centre of Christendom, but widely different from the 
first. 

In one respect the judgment of the Churches of North 
Africa materially differed from that of Alexandria on 
the New Testament Canon. The Alexandrine Fathers 
uniformly recognised the Epistle to the Hebrews as 
possessed of Apostolic authority, if not indeed as the 
work of St Paul. The early Latin Fathers with equal 
unanimity either exclude it from the Canon or ignore its 
existence. The evidence of Tertullian on this point is 
at once the earliest and the most complete. Though 
the teaching of the Epistle offered the most plausible 
support to the severe doctrines of Montanism, yet he 
nowhere quotes it but in one place, and then assigns it 
positively to Barnabas the companion of St Paul, placing 
its authority above that of the Shepherd of Hermas, but 
evidently below that of the Apostolic Epistles*, In 


The diver- 
gence of tra- 
dition in 
Fast and 
West. 
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Aurches on 


i. .The Epi- 
stle to the 
Hebrews. 


TERTUL- 
LIAN, 


CYPRIAN. 


1 It may be observed here that lonians. There are also traces of |- 
the Epistle to the Hebrews is placed another order: In B capitulorum 
in the same position in the [Eastern] numeri tales appositi ut appareat 
Manuscripts & A BC H and several eorum auctorem hanc [ad Hebr. ep.] 
others, and also by many of the post ep. ad Galatas_ collocasse. 
Greek Fathers. Cf. Tisch. i# //eb.i.1. Lachm. . 7. 11. 537. 

The [Western] Manuscripts DEFG, * De Pudic. c.20: Volo tamen ex 
on the contrary, place the Pastoral redundantia alicujus etiam comitis 
Epistles after those to the Thessa- Apostolorum testimonium superdn- 
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VICTORINUS. 


Cyprian again there is no reference to the Epistle; and 
on the contrary he implicitly denies that it was a work 
of St Paul. After enumerating many places in which 
the mystical number seven recurs in Holy Scripture, he 
adds: ‘And the Apostle Paul who was mindful of this 
‘proper and definite number writes to seven Churches 
‘And in the Apocalypse the Lord writes his divine com 
‘mands and heavenly precepts to seven Churches and 
‘their Angels*.’ It will be remembered that the same 
reference to the symbolism of the number of the Epistles 
occurs in the Muratorian Canon’*;-and on the very com 
fines of the Latin Church, Victorinus bishop of Petavium 
(Pettau) in Pannonia reproduces the same idea: ‘ There 
‘are, he says, ‘...seven spirits ...seven golden candle 
‘ sticks ... seven Churches addressed by Paul, seven dea 
‘cons®,..’ And even Jerome bears witness to the gene- 


calls attention to De Anima 
(nec mors eorum .reperta est) 
adv. Fud. 2 (qui necdum morte 


cere idoneum confirmandi de proxi- 
mo jure disciplinam magistrorum. 
Exstat etiam Barnabz titulus ad 


Hebreeos: adeo satis auctorati viri 
ut quem Paulus juxta se constituerit 
in abstinentiz tenore, 1 Cor. ix. 


Et utique receptior apud ecclesias pa 


epistola Barnabe illo apocrypho 
Pastore mceechorum. (Cf. p. abe f., 
263. The phrase de proximo jure 
clearly implies that the Apostles had 
the primum jus, to which an Apo- 
stolic man approached nearest. The 
reading adev satis auctorati viri (for 
auctoritatis viro) is justified. by the 
context and de Cor. Afil. 2: ...obser- 
vationem...satzs auctoratam consen- 
sus patrocinio. The substitution of 
a Deo for adeo seems to be quite 
unnecessary, and in fact opposed to 
the idea of the sanction of St Paul 
which follows. 

The allusions to the Epistle which 
have been found in other parts of 
Tertullian’s writings are very uncer- 


tain. 
Dr Tregelles (Can. Murat. p. 95) 


Seog as containing references ® 
ebr. xi. 5 (not Gen. v. 24); but 
stress can be laid even on thet 

S The mention of the Ep 
stle to the Hebrews under the tie. 
of the Epistle of Barnabas in i 
Claromontane Stichometry (App. D» 
xx.) is a remarkable trace of th: 
opinion held by Tertullian. . 

1 De Exhort. Mart. 11 (ma): 
Apostolus Paulus qui hujus 
legitimi et certi meminit ad 
ecclesias scribit. Et in A 
Dominus mandata sua divina et pee! 
cepta ccelestia ad septem ecclesias @' 
eorum..angelos scribit. Cf. Jeti 
I. 20:. Unde.et Paulus septem & 
clesiis scribit et Apocalypsis ecde 
sias septem ponit ut servetur sept 
narius numerus. 

2 Cf. p. 217. 

3 Vict. ap. Routh, Rell, Sacr. w 
P- 459- 


¥LJ CIYPRIAN. 


ral prevalence of the belief when he says: ‘The Apostle 
* Paul writes to seven Churches, for his eighth Epistle to 
“the Hebrews is by most excluded from the number’, 
Generally indeed it may be stated that no Latin Father 
before Hilary quotes the Epistle as St Paul’s; and his 
judgment and that of the writers who followed him was 
strongly influenced by the authority of Origen’. 

With regard to the disputed Catholic Epistles the 
earliest Latin Fathers offer little evidence. Tertullian 
once expressly quotes the Epistle of St Jude as autho- 
ritative and Apostolic*®, But there is nothing in his 
writings to shew that he was acquainted with the Epistle 
of St James‘, the second and third Epistles of St John’, 
or the second Epistle of St Peter. In Cyprian there is 
I believe no reference to any of the disputed Epistles. 
Like several earlier writers, he quotes the first Epistles 













HILARY. 
t 368. 


ii. The Epi- , 

stles of St 

James, 

2 Peter, 

2 axd 3 John, 
ude. 


ERTUL- 
LIAN. 


CYPRIAN. 


of St Peter and St John so 


1 Hieron. ad Paul. 50 (al. 103, 

TV. p. 574): Paulus Apostolus ad 

m ecclesias scribit, octava enim 

ad Hebreos a plerisque extra nu- 
merum ponitur. 

% The references in Lactantius are 
very uncertain, though the coinci- 
dences of argument are remarkable. 
£.g. Hebr. iii. 3—6; v. 5, 6; vii. 
a1, compared with Lact. /asts. Iv. 
14 tit. (quoted by Lardner). 

3 De Hab. Muliebri 3: ...Enoch 
apud Judam Apostolum testimo- 
nium possidet. This is the only 
reference which occurs. 

* The references given by Semler, 
adv. Fud. 2 (James ii. 23); @e Orat. 
8 (James i. 13) are quite unsatisfac- 
tory. The latter passage indeed 
seems to prove clearly that Tertul- 
lian did not know the Epistle, for 
otherwise he must have quoted it. 
The quotation de Exhort. Cast. 7, 
non. auditores legis justificabuntur a 
deo sed factores, is trom Rom. ii. 13, 
not from James i. 22. 


as to imply that he was not 


The well-known pas adv. 
Gnost. 12 does not in itself neces- 
sarily shew more than that Tertul- 
lian did not attribute the Epistle to 
St James the Elder; but the omis- 
sion of all reference to it there, 
when connected with the other facts, 
can leave little doubt that he was 
unacquainted with it. 

5 The reference in the treatise 
against Marcion (iV. 16) is certainly 
to « John iv. 1, 2, and not to 32 
John 7, though the Latin has not 
preserved the difference between 
éAnAvOora and épxopuevor. Some dif- 
ficulty has been felt about the phrase 
Fohannes in primore Epistola (de 
Pudic. 19): but Tertullian is there 
contrasting the teaching of 1 John 
lit. 8, g with the passage at the 
beginning of his Epistle: 1 John i. 8. 
This sense wa oer is fully justi- 
fied by Aul. Gell. 1. 18. 2: Varro in. 
primore libro scripsit... Cf. nott. é# 
boc. 
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AURELIUS, 


Aunct. Adv. 
Novat. 
Heeret. 


iti, The A 
nal po- 


. y pse. 
TerRTUL- 
LIAN. 


CyYpRIAN, 


Commo- 
DIAN, 


familiarly acquainted with any other’; buta clause from 
the record of the seventh Council of Carthage, at which 
he was present, shews how little stress can be laid upon 
such language alone. For after that one bishop had 
referred to the first Epistle of St John as ‘St John's 
‘Epistle’ as though it were the only one, Aurelius bishop 
of Chullabi uses exactly the same words in quoting the 
second epistle*. At the same time however the entire 
absence of quotations from these Epistles in the writings 
of Cyprian, and (with the exception of the short Epistle 
to Philemon) from these Epistles only of all the books 
of the New Testament, leads to the conclusion that he 
was either ignorant of their existence or doubtful as to 
their authority. One other passage alone remains to be 
noticed. The judgment of Tertullian on the Epistle of 
St Jude is confirmed by a passage in one of the con- 
temporary treatises commonly appended to the works 
of Cyprian, in which it is quoted as Scripture’; and 
this reference completes I believe the sum of what can 
be gathered from early Latin writers on this class of the 
disputed books. 

But if the evidence for these Epistles be meagre, 
that for the Apocalypse is most complete. Tertullian 
quotes it continually as the work of the Evangelist St 
John, and nowhere implies any doubt of its authen- 
ticity‘. Cyprian again makes constant use of it as Holy 
Scripture, though he does not expressly assign it to the 
authorship of the Evangelist St John’, Commodian* 


1 De Exhort. Mare. c. 9: Petrus ° De Opere et Eleem. 14: Andi in 
in epistola sua... c. 10: Johannes in Apocalypsi Domini tui vocem... So 
epistola sua... adv. Novat. Her. p. ix. 

2 Cf. p. 366, n. 3. 6 Commod. /nstr. 1. 41. He in- 

3 Adv, Novat. Haret. p. xvii. ed. terprets Antichrist of Nero, who 
Baluz. (quoted by Lardner): sicut should rise again. Yhe conjecture 
scriptum est: Jude 14, 15. Il. 1. 17, operta Fohasnis, is very 

4 Adv. Marc. Ul. 14: Apostolus uncertain. 

Johannes in Apocalypsi... 
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and Lactantius’ make several allusions to it; and, with} bap. ii. 


the exception of the Gospel of St John, it is the only 
book of the New Testament which the latter writer 
quotes by name. From every quarter the testimony of 
the early Latin Fathers to the Apostolic authority of 
the Apocalypse is thus decided and unanimous’. 

It appears then that the Canon of the Latin Churches 
up to the beginning of the fourth century differed from 
our own by defect and not by addition. The Latin Fa- 
thers were in danger of bounding the limits of the Canon 
too straitly, as the Alexandrine Fathers were inclined 
to extend them too widely. But the same causes which 
kept them from acknowledging all the books which we 
receive preserved them also from the risk of confound- 


LACTAN= 
TIUS. 


The Canon 
of the Latin 
defective 
but 


ing Apocryphal with Canonical writings. Notwithstand- Sree from 


ing the extent of Tertullian’s works he refers only to two 
Apocryphal books; and one of these—the Shepherd of 
Hermas—he rejects with contempt’: the other—the 
Acts of Paul and Thecla—he declares to be a detected 
forgery*. In Cyprian, though he freely uses the Apocry- 
phal books of the Old Testament,.there is no trace of 
any Christian Apocryphal book; and in the tracts ap- 
pended to his works there is a single condemnatory 
reference to the Preaching of Paul’. Lactantius also 
once alludes to the same book, but without attributing 


presbyterum qui eam_ scripturam 


1 Lact. Ep. 42 f.: ...sicut docet 
" [Acta Pauli et Theclze] construxit, 


Johannes in Revelatione. 


2 For the Claromontane Stichome- 

, see App. D. xx. 
; Tert. yA Orat. 12. Cf. de Pudic. 
10: Sed cederem tibi si scriptura 
Pastoris que sola moechos amat di- 
vino instrumento meruisset incidi, si 
non ab omni concilio ecclesiarum 
etiam vestrarum inter apocrypha et 
falsa judicaretur, adultera et ipsa et 
inde patrona sociorum. 

* De Bapt. 17: ...sciant in Asia 


quasi titulo Pauli de suo cumulans, 
convictum atque confessum id se 
amore Pauli fecisse, loco decessisse. 

5 De Bapt. 14: Est autem adul- 
terini hujus immo internecini bap- 
tismatis si quis alius auctor tum 
etiam quidam ab eisdem ipsis hzre- 
ticis propter hunc eundem errorem | 
confictus liber qui inscribitur Pauli 
predicatio. On the name see Routh, 
Rell. Sacr. V. 325. 


additions, 


\ 
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to it any remarkable authority’; and elsewhere ke 
quotes the words of the Heavenly Voice at our Lords 
Baptism according to the reading of Justin Martyr®. Bat 
here the list ends; and on the other hand numeross 
passages in Tertullian, Cyprian, and Victorinus, shew 
that they regarded the books of the New Testament mt : 
only as a collection but as a whole; not thrown to- 
gether by caprice or accident, but united by Divine Pro ; 
vidence, and equal in authority with the Jewish Scrip- 
tures. The language of Tertullian has been quoted al- 
ready; and both Cyprian and Victorinus found a certain 
fitness in a fourfold Gospel, as well as in the sevens 
Churches addressed by St Paul, so that the very pr- . 
portions of the Canon seemed to them to be fixed by 
a definite law*. Nor was this strange; for the Old and 
New Scriptures were in their judgment ‘fountains of 
‘ Divine fulness,’ written by ‘ Prophets and Apostles full of 


'*the Holy Spirit, before which ‘all the tediousness and 


‘ambiguities of human discourse must be laid aside*’ 


§ 3. The Church of Rome. 


In passing from Africa to Rome we come to the 
second meeting-point of the East and West ; for it could 
not but happen that Rome soon became a great centre 
of the Christian world. A Latin Church grew up round 
the Greek Church, and the peculiarities of both wert 
harmonized by that power of organization which ruled 


1 Lact. Jmstit. IV. 21: ...sed et 


arbores rigat quatuor fluminibus, id 
futura aperuit illis omnia que Pe- 


est evangeliis...  Victorinus (Routh, 


trus et Paulus Rome predicaverunt, 
et ea predicatio in memoriam scripta 
permansit... 

2 Jnstit. 1V. 15: Tune vox de ceelo 
audita est: Filius meus es tu; ego 
hodie genuite. Cf. p. 160. 

> Cf. pp. 345 f., 372. Cypr. Zp. 
73. 10: Ecclesia paradisi instar... 


Rell. Sacr. U1. 456): ...quatuor air 
malia ante thronum Dei quatus 
evangelia... It is I think unn 
to make any apology for the use 
Cyprian’s letters. 

Cypr. de Orat. Dom.1; de Ex 
hort. Mart. 1.4. 
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‘oman life. But the combination of the same ele- | 


s at Alexandria and Rome was effected in different 
s, and produced different results. The teaching of 
fast and West was united at Alexandria by the 
ious operation of a spirit of eclecticism: at Rome by 
lent pressure of events. The one combination was 
ry: the other practical. The one resulted in a theo- 
il code: the other in an ecclesiastical system. And 
h it would be out of place to dwell longer on these 
mental differences of Alexandria and Rome—the 
of Christendom in the third century—it is of im- 
nce to bear them in mind even in an investigation 
he history of the New Testament. 
1e earliest memorials of the Latin Church of Rome 
‘tremely small, and contain very little which bears 
2 history of the New Testament Canon. Nothing 
es of the writings of Apollonius and Victor, the 
atin authors whose names have been preserved. 
Ictavins of Minucius Felix, like former Apologies, 
ins no quotations from the Christian Scriptures ; 
1e two letters of Cornelius included in the works of 
an are scarcely more productive’. The treatises of 
tus, the unsuccessful rival of Cornelius, are alone of 
‘haracter and extent as to call for the frequent use 
+ Apostolic writings; and they do in fact contain 
rous quotations from most of the acknowledged 
But Novatus nowhere quotes any other Chris- 
icriptures; and the passing coincidences of thought 
anguage with the Epistle to the Hebrews which 
in his essay Ox the Trinity are very uncertain’® ; 


» quotation occurs from St phetis et ab apostolis approbatur 
y v. 8; Ep. ap. Routh, Rell. (Hebr. i. 3; but cf. Eph. 1. 20; 1 
18. Pet. iii. 22); sd. 31: ...ut quamvis 
7rin. 26: Cum sedere[Chris- probet illum nativitas Filium, tamen 
dexteram Patris et a pro- morigera obedientia asserat illum 
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Dionysius. 
35 
A.D. 


Carus. 
C. 253 A.D. 


while those with the Epistle of St James and 2 Peter ae 
barely worthy of notice’. It is also of importance to 1e- 
mark that while in the later stages of the Novatian com 
troversy, when the Epistle to the Hebrews was generally: 
acknowledged, it is said that the reading of that Epistle 
was omitted in some Churches from the danger of mis. 
understanding its teaching on repentance, no disting 
reference to it is made by Novatus or by his immediate: 
opponents, which could scarcely have been avoided if it 
had been held to be authoritative in their time. 

The preponderance of the Greek element in the Re. 
man Church even during the third century, at least in & 
literary aspect, is clearly shewn by the writings of Cam, 
Hippolytus, and Dionysius. Of the first and last only; 
fragments remain; and nothing more can be gath 
from the slight remains of Dionysius than that he 
nised a New as well as an Old Testament as a 
source of truth*, Of Caius it is reported by Eusebt 
that in arguing against the ‘new scriptures’ of the M 
tanists he enumerated only thirteen Epistles of St P 
omitting that to the Hebrews*, Whether he received 
the remaining books of the New Testament is left in 
certainty ; and in the case of the Apocalypse this is 
more to be regretted, because in one obscure fr 
he has been supposed to attribute its authorship 
Cerinthus*. In close connexion with Caius must 
noticed a group of writings which were once attributed 









2 Dion. Rom. fr 


Paternz voluntatis ex quo est mi- 
nistrum (Hebr. v. 8); zd. 5. f. (Hebr. 
v. 7)5 id. 16: sed vee est adjicienti- 
bus quomodo et detrahentibus posi- 
tum (Apoc. xxii. 18, 19). 

1 De Trin. 8 (2 Pet. ii. §); id. 4 
(James i. 17). The latter passage 
indeed seems to me to shew clearly 
that Novatus was sof acquainted 


with the Epistle of St James. 


fr. (Routh, | 
Sacr. II. 374): Tpwdda per eye 
Touérny urd THs Gelas papas v 

éxicravrat, Tpes 52 Geods obre tt 
Nady olre xawyw diadjanw cell 


Toveap. 
3 Euseb. H. £. vt. 20. 


‘ ap. Euseb, & Z. 111. 28. CE 
278, n. 2. 
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to him, but which are now, by almost universal consent, | ©P- i 
assigned to his contemporary Hippolytus. Of these the 

tmost important is the Zreatise against all Herestes, to | The Treatise 
which frequent reference has been made already in| reses. as 
examining the opinions of early heretics on the New 
Testament Canon. But apart from the testimony which 

it thus conveys I have noticed nothing in it which bears 

upon the history of the disputed Books. Of the Little The Little 
Labyrinth and the Treatise on the Universe only frag- a 
ments remain. In one passage of the former work a 

charge is brought against certain heretics of ‘fearlessly 
“tampering with the Divine Scriptures while they said 

"that they had corrected them; so that if any one were 

“to take the Manuscripts of their several teachers and 
“compare them together he would find them widely dif- 
“ferent....And how daring this offence is even they must 

Sinow ; for either they do not believe that the Divine 
“Scriptures were uttered by the Holy Spirit, and are 
“unbelievers, or they hold that they are themselves 

*wiser than the Holy Spirit. And what is this but the 
*conduct of madmen? for they cannot deny that the 
"daring act is their own, since the corrections are written 

“by their hand; and they did. not receive the Scrip- 

"tures in such a form from those by whom they were 
*instructed ; and they have it not in their power to shew 

*the Manuscripts from which they transcribed their read- 

®ings'.’ This refers of course chiefly to the text of 
Scripture, and probably of the Old Testament, but it is 

no less an evidence of the vigilance with which the sa- 

med writings were guarded, and of the divine authority 

ghich was attributed to their words. And elsewhere, 

n noticing the statement that a revolution in Christian 
loctrine had happened after the times of Victor, the 


1 Euseb. H. £. v. 28. Routh, Rell. Sacr. 11. 132 8q. 
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same author replies that the assertion ‘would perhaps — 
‘have been plausible if in the first place the Divine 

‘Scriptures had not opposed it, and next also the wnt- 
‘ings of brethren before the time of Victor’....’ An 
appeal is thus made both to Scripture and to tradition, 
and the line between them is drawn distinctly. The 
peroration of the Address to the Greeks on the Universe 
has been well likened to the conclusion of a Christian 
Gorgias, painting in vivid and brilliant colours the scenes 
of Hades and the Last Judgment. Many passages from 
the New Testament are inwrought into the composition, 
but so as to lose much of their original character; and it 
is consequently impossible to point with confidence to 
the coincidences of thought which it offers with the Ept- 
stle of St Jude (or 2 Peter) and the Apocalypse’. The 
undoubted writings of Hippolytus contain quotations 
from all the acknowledged books except the Epistle to 
Philemon and the first Epistle of St John. Of the dis- 
puted books he uses the Apocalypse as an unques 
tionable work of the Apostle St John, and is said to 
have written a Commentary upon it®. On the other 
hand he is reported not to have included the Epistle to 
the Hebrews among the Epistles of St Paul‘. But be- 


1 Euseb. J. ¢.; Routh, Rell. Sacr. sen’s emendation ov rdy r. 3. x, does 
II. 129. not suit the description. 

2 Bunsen, Anal. Ante-Nic. 1. 393 * De Antichr. 36. Cf. 29. 
sqq. The passages which seem most ‘4 Phot. Cod. 121 (Bunsen, Anéh 
remarkable are the following: ...év 1. 411). Dr Tregelles(Can. Murtl. 
roury TE Xwply...dvdyxn oxdtos dy- p. 95) points out two possible refer- 
vex@s Tuyxdvew’ Toro 7d xwplov ws ences to the epistle (adv. Fud. 3 | 
ppovproy dweveunOn yuyxais ep’ @xar- Hebr. xiii. 2. Jae Sus. v. 23 1 


i exrdOnoay Ayyehor ppoupol...(Jude 6; Hebr. x. 31). The same scholar (i. 


a Pet. ii. 4) & rovrw 8 ry xwply p. ror) considers that the words of 
..-Aluyn wupds doBeorod...(Apoc. xx. 2 Pet. ii. 22 ‘are interwoven’ in the 
10 sqq.). It may be observed that Philosoph. ix. 7, wer od odd 32 tr 
in a passage shortly after this where rdv avrd» BdpBopory dyexuAlovro. In 
the common text is dAAd xal ov rdy a proverbial phrase I should hesitate 


' ray warépwy xopdy...dpwor... we must in deciding on the source from which 


read xal ovro tov Tuy x. x. Bun- the words might be derived. 
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yond this there is nothing to shew his opinion upon the. 


contents of the Canon’. 

From this then it appears that though there is not 
evidence to establish a complete view of the Roman 
Canon in the third century, some points can be ascer- 
tained with satisfactory certainty. By the Roman, as 
well as by the Alexandrine and African Churches, the 
Apocalypse was added to the acknowledged books; but 
like the African Church it did not receive the Epistle to 
the Hebrews among the writings of St Paul. Apart 
however from the evidence for particular books, it is evi- 
dent that as a whole the Apostolic writings occupied at 
Rome, no less than elsewhere, a definite and distin- 
guished place as an ultimate standard of doctrine. 


§ 4. The Churches of Asia Minor. 


The great work of Irenzus written in the remote 
regions of Gaul and preserved for the most part only in 
a Latin translation is the sole considerable monument of 
the literature of the Churches of Asia Minor from the 
time of Polycarp to that of Gregory of Neo-Czsarea or 
‘even of Basil. Still there is abundant proof of their zeal 
and activity. At Ephesus and Smyrna, in Pontus and 
Cappadocia, there were those who traced back a direct 
connexion with the Apostles, and witnessed to the con- 
tinuity of the Faith. 

During the Paschal controversy in the time of Victor, 
Polycrates bishop of Ephesus addressed a letter in the 
name of a ‘vast multitude’ of Asiatic bishops to the 
Roman Church, justifying their peculiar usage by the 


2 The supposed reference to 2 Pet. rypoupévas, (Hipp. in Dan. p. 158 
i. a1 in de Antichr. 2 is wholly un- Lagarde), a clearer trace of Jude 6, 
certain. Nor is the phrase els xplow 2 Pet. ii 4. 
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example of their predecessors’. ‘For these all,’ he says, 
‘observed the fourteenth day of the moon according to . 
‘the Gospel, transgressing it in no respect, but following 
‘it according to the rule of faith®’” Yet even this tradi- ; 
tion was not enough: he had also ‘conversed with bre-. 
‘thren from the whole world, and gone through all Holy 
‘Scripture’,’ and so at length he was not afraid to meet 
his opponents. Such was the relation of Scripture and: 
tradition in the resting-place of St John within a century 
after his death: such the intimate union of Churches: 
which were last blessed by the presence of an Apostle. 
Apollonius, who is stated on doubtful authority to have: 
been also bishop of Ephesus;, recognises a similar com 
bination of arguments when he accuses Themison a fok- 
lower of Montanus of ‘speaking against the Lord, the 
‘ Apostles, and the Holy Church,’ while in the endeavour 
to recommend his doctrine ‘he ventured in imitation of 
‘the Apostle to compose a Catholic Epistle®.’ In addr 
tion to these natural indications of the peculiar positios 
occupied by the Christian Scriptures generally, Eusebius’ 
mentions that Apollonius ‘made use of testimonies from 
‘the Apocalypse ;’ and this indeed would necessarily be: 


1 Euseb. //. E. v.24. The letter res. It may be added that Polycrates 


of Polycrates was written in his 6sth 
year, and Victor died 197 A. D.; Po- 
lycrates then may have conversed 
with Polycarp and Justin Martyr. 
He appears to have been of a Chris- 
tian family (€&jxovra wévre Ern Exwv 
éy Kuplw); and probably the epi- 
scopate had been hereditary in it 
(éwrd per yoav ovyyeve’s pov éxl- 
oxora éyw 8 o-ysoos). At least every 
detail points to the unbroken unity 
of the Church. 

2 Euseb. /. c.: ovrot wdyres ért- 
pnoay Thy nudpay Ths Teccapecxat- 
Sexdrns rod wacya xara 76 evayyé- 
Acov, under wanexBalvovyres adda card 
roy xaviva THs xlorews axodovdoir- 


speaks of St John as 6 éwi ro oriiet 
To0 xuplov dyaweode (John xiii. 255 
xxi. 20). Compare p. 227, m 3% 

2 Euseb. /. ¢.:... cupBeSrads re 
awo THs olxounévns ddedpois Kal 
cay aylay ypagny dcednrAvOds... ; 
last words I believe refer to the Net 
Testament. Yet cf. Anatol. ap. Bx’ 
seb. #. £. VII. 32. 

‘ Routh, Rell. Sacr. 1. p. 465. 

5 Apoll. ap. Euseb, A. £. v. 1&: 
Ceulowy ... érddunoe jupovperes 10 
axdbaro\oy Kxaboiixy rua 
Hevos érwroAny...Bracdgyuious 88 
tov Kuptoy «at rods drocroAevs sal: 
Thy aylay éxxdnolas. 
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the case in a controversy with Montanist teachers, who 
afirmed that the site of the heavenly Ferusalem was no 
Other than the little Phrygian town which was the centre 
of their sect’. 

It is uncertain at what time and under what circum- 
stances Irenzus left Smyrna on his mission to Gaul. 
He was ‘still a boy,’ ‘at the commencement of life, 
when he listened to Polycarp ‘in lower Asia;’ but yet 
he was not too young to treasure up the words of his 
teacher, so that they became the comfort of his old age”. 
While a presbyter at Lyons he was commended by the 
Church there to Eleutherus bishop of Rome as ‘zealous 
“ for the covenant of Christ :’ and at a later time he con- 
tinued to take a watchful regard of the ‘sound ordi- 


* nances of the Church’ throughout Christendom. Euse- | 


bius? has collected some of his testimonies to the Books 
of the New Testament, but they extend only to the four 
Gospels, the Apocalypse, 1 John, and 1 Peter; for he 
makes no mention of his constant use of the Acts and of 
twelve Epistles of St Paul. It is however of more im- 
portance to notice that he has neglected to observe the 
quotations which Irenzeus makes from 2 John, once 
citing a verse from it as though it were contained in the 





2 Euseb. /. ¢.: xéypyrac 82 xal 
papruplas axed rijs "lwdyvov ’Aroxa- 
Adpews. The description which A- 
pollonius gives of Montanus—ovrés 
€ore...o0 Térouguy xal Tiuor ‘Tepov- 
carne dvoudoas (wodas 8é elow avrat 
guxpal ris Ppvylas) rods wayraxdbder 
€xei cuvayayeiy €0é\wy—may remind 
us of a ‘ prophet’ of our own times. 
Cf. Epiph. Air. xLix. 1: Xprords 
...dwexdrupé por (a Montanist pro- 
phetess) rovrov! rdv réwoy elvat dycov 
xal &de riw ‘Iepovcadyp éx rod obpa- 
vod xarcévat. 


On the tradition which Apollonius 


mentions that the Apostles were com- 
manded by our Lord to remain twelve 
years at Jerusalem, compare Clem. 
Alex. Strom. VI. 5. 43; Lumper, VII. 


5 ree 

2 Euseb. H. Z. v. 20. Cf. Iren. 
c. Her. Wl. 3. 4 (Euseb. A. £. Iv. 
14). The date of Irenzeus is much 
disputed, depending on that of Poly- 
carp. I have given that which ap- 
ears to be the most probable. E- 
eutherus was still bishop of Rome 
when he wrote his great Treatise ¢. 
Her. (111. 3. 3). 

3H. ELNV.8. 
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first Epistle’, But in addition to the Apocalypse, whic 

Irenzus uses continually as an unquestioned work of St 
John’, this is the only disputed book which he certainly 
acknowledged as having Apostolic authority ; and there 
are no anonymous references to the Epistle of St James’, 

3 John, 2 Peter, or St Jude, on which any reliance can be§ 
placed. Some coincidences of language with the Epistle} 
to the Hebrews are more striking ; and in a later chap 
ter Eusebius states that in a book now lost Irenzus. 
‘mentions the Epistle to the Hebrews and the Wisdom’ 
‘of Solomon‘” Agreeably with this, the Epistle to the} 
Hebrews appears to be quoted in the second Pfafhanj 
fragment as the work of St Paul*®; but on the other’ 
hand Photius classes Irenzeus with Hippolytus as deny- 
ing the Pauline authorship of the Epistle, And this lat: 


1 Iren. ¢. Her. 1. 16. 3: 'Twdovys 
52 6 rod Kuplov paéyris...2 John 11. 
In the same connexion it would have 
been natural to quote 2 Peter and 
Jude. 


domini discipulus in Apocalypa.. 
Yet he sever calls him an Apostle,j 
though he identifies him (is &); 
with the disciple whom Fesus leh; 
John xiii. 25. 


_cissima est. 


Jé. 11. 16. 8: Johannes in pree- 
dicta epistola... (2 John 7, 8), after 
quoting 1: John ii. 18 sqq. Comp. 
Clem. Alex. quoted p. 357, n. 6. ts 
it possible that the second Epistle 
was looked upon as an appendix to 
the first? and may we thus explain 
the references to to Epistles of St 
oe The first Epistle, as is well 

nown, was called ad Parthos by 
Augustine and some other Latin 
authorities; and the same title rpdés 
IIdp@ovs is given to the second Epi- 
stle in one Greek Manuscript (62 
Scholz). The Latin translation of 
Clement’s Outlines (Iv. 66) says: 
Secunda Johannis epistola que ad 
virgines (xapOévous) scripta simpli- 
Jerome, it may be 
added, quotes names from the third 
Epistle as from the second (De Nom. 
Hebr.). 

* Iren. ¢. Her. IV. 30, 11: Joannes 


3 The supposed reference to Jamas: 
li. 23 in IV. 16. 2, credidst Deo ch row: 
tatum est uli ad justittam, ad emul 
Dei vocatus est, is one which from 
form cannot be regarded as certal 
It is evident that many quotation 
from the Old Testament were widey, 
current in modified forms, as is tt 
case still, so that the recurrence of 5 
particular type of rendering or ag 
cation in two writers probably shew; 
nothing more than their dependests 
on acommon source. Comp. p. 176 

‘ Euseb. H. £. v. 26. Cf. p. 394 
n. 1. Iren. ¢. Aver. 11. 30. 9: SX 
hic Deus invenitur qui omnia fect 
verbo virtulis suc (Hebr. i 3): & 
Iv. 11. 43 cf. Hebr. x. 1, Gx: hh 
v. 5.1; cf. Hebr. xi. 5. 

® Tren. fr. 38 (p. 854): 6 Tletamy 
wapaxadet qyds (Rom. xii, 1)..m 
xddwv (Hebr. xiii. 15). 



















GREGORY OF NEO-CLESAREA., 


IL] 


statement leads the way to the most probable conclu- 


sion: Irenzus was IJ believe acquainted with the Epistle, 
‘but he did not attribute it to St Paul’. 

One of the most distinguished converts of Origen was 
Gregory surnamed Thaumaturgus (the Wonder-Worker) 
bishop of Neo-Czsarea (Niksar) ‘in Pontus. His chief 
remaining work is an eloquent address delivered before 
his master when he was about to leave him. From its 
character it contains very little which bears upon the 
Canon, and nothing in regard to the disputed books. 
But in a fragment quoted from Gregory in a Catena 
there occurs a marked coincidence with the language ‘of 
‘St James’; and Origen in a letter which he addressed to 
him uses among other texts one from the Epistle to the 
Hebrews*. From this, as well as from the mode in which 
‘Gregory treats the writings of the New Testament 
generally, it may be reasonably concluded that he ac- 
€epted the same books as Origen, to whom indeed he 
@wed his knowledge of the Scriptures. But in sending 
orth such a scholar to the confines of Asia Minor, 
®rigen only repaid a benefit which he had received. 
‘When he had been forced to leave Egypt he found pro- 
Rection and honour at the hands of Alexander, originally 
: Cappadocian bishop, who was advanced to the chair of 


erusalem on the death of Narcissus, whom he had pre- ;. 


wiously assisted in his episcopal work. Nor can these 
acts be without value in our inquiry. It is surely no 


2 Eusebius (#. £. v. 8) noticed cuous. 
Ret Irenzxus quoted the Shepherd ? Cat. Vat. ap. Ghisler. Comm. in 
tf Hermas (c. Hr. Iv. 20. 2) by the Jerem. 1. p. 831: Spdov ydp ws way 
mame of ‘Scripture.’ But several dyadov réActov Oed0ev Epxerat. James 
estances have been lately given i. 17. 
Which prove the lax use of the word; * Ep. ad. Greg. 3: Wa déyys oF 
wad a difference of private opinion, pdvor ro Méroxa Tot Xpicroi yeyo- 
is found also in the case of vapev’ dAXNd xal Méroxa: rod Gecod. 

makes the general agree- Hebr. iii. 14. 

pent of the Churches more conspi- 


Cc. ce 


a a SS Si SSS 
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slight thing that casual notices shew that Christians the 
most widely separated were really joined together by 
close intercourse: that the Churches of remote provinces, 


whose existence and prosperity were first disclosed by the - 


zeal of a Roman governor, are found about a century 
after in intimate connexion with Syria, Egypt, and 
Greece’. And the evidence is yet incomplete; for 
among others who visited Origen during his sojourn in 
Syria was Firmilian bishop of Czsarea in Cappadocia, 
the correspondent and advocate of Cyprian*; and thus 
for the moment an obscure corner of Asia becomes a 
méeting-point of Christians from every quarter, not 
only ‘as if they lived in one country, but as dwelling 
‘in one house®’ The single letter of Firmilian, which is 
preserved in a Latin translation among the letters of 
Cyprian, contains numerous allusions to the acknow- 
ledged books, and in one place he appears to refer to the 
second Epistle of St Peter. ‘The blessed Apostles Peter 
‘and Paul, he says, ‘have anathematized heretics in 
‘their Epistles, and warned us to avoid them*.’ 

But the influence of Origen was not dominant in all 
parts of Asia Minor. Methodius a bishop of Lycia’ and 
afterwards of Tyre distinguished himself for animosity 


to his teaching, which Eusebius so far resented, if we ~ 


1 Cf. Euseb. 1. £. Iv. 23: G\An 
3 éxcoroAy ris avrov [Atovuclouv] xpos 
Nixopndéas pépera... 

2 Euseb. H. £. VI. 27. 

3 Firm. Zp. 75 (Cypr.) § 1. 

‘Firm. £/. § 6: Adhuc etiam 
infamans Petrum et Paulum beatos 
Apostolos...qui in Epistolis suis he- 
reticos exsecrati sunt et ut eos evi- 
temus monuerunt. In the same 
chapter Firmilian notices (as unim- 
portant) ritual differences between 
the Roman and Eastern churches: 
circa celebrandos dies Pasche et 


circa multa alia divinze rei sacra 
menta...secundum guod in ceteris 
quoque plurimis provinciis multa pro 
locorum et nominum (?) diversitate 
variantur... 

5 Socr. H. E. Vi. 13:...MeOdder 
ris év Avala wrédews Aeyoudrys ‘Oddp- 
wou éxliaxowos. Socrates (/. ¢.) alone 
mentions that Methodius recanted 
his censures on Origen; yet probably 
his words mean no more than that 
he expressed admiration for Origen’s 
character, and not for his doctrine. 





METHODIUS, 


ve the common explanation of his silence, as to 
ention of him in his history, though his works 
ularly read’ in Jerome’s time’. There is no- 
vever to indicate that the differences which 
Methodius from Origen extended either to the 
ition or to the Canon of Scripture; and thus 
fresh value to his evidence by confirming its 
nce. Like earlier Fathers, Methodius found a 
ignificance in the number of the Gospels*; and 
gs abound with quotations from the acknow- 
yoks. He also received the Apocalypse as a | He received 
he blessed John’ and as possessing undoubted | iypectumd 
. Besides this, numerous coincidences of lan- ot 
° . - Hebrews. 

w that he was acquainted with the Epistle to 

‘ws; and though he does not directly attribute 

aul, he uses it with the same familiarity and 

he exhibits towards the Pauline Epistles‘, 

eresy of Montanus, as has been seen already, Frag, Adv. 
much of the attention of Asiatic writers at the | es. 

of the third century. The steady opposition 

'Yy offered to the pretensions of the new pro- 

| itself a proof of the limits which they fixed to 

ice of inspired teaching in the Church, and of | 

f in the completeness of the Revelation made | 


che Apostles. In an anonymous fragment 








de Virr. Ill. 83. 1. 15). He interpreted much of it 
de Cast. p. 391 D. allegorically—els rn» éxxAnolav cal | 
+r. p- 326 B: éwlornoov ras wapGevovcas (Sympos. p. 388 A). 
6 paxdpros "Lwdyyys... ‘* De Resurr. p. 286 dD. Hebr. xii. 





J. p. 328 D: was 69 &, &c. In the spurious tract on 
s mpwroroxos elvas rwy ‘Symeon and Anna’ it is quoted as 
rav mxpopyrwr xal ray ‘the most divine Paul's’ (p. 427 D). 
erat; (Apoc. i. §; Col. Methodius must be added to the 
1odius is also mentioned many before him who quote Ps. il. 7 
»f Coesarea with Papias, as having been uttered at our Lord’s 
. Hippolytus, as a wit- Baptism (Sympos. p. 387 D). Cf. 
‘divine inspiration’ of p. 160, n. 1. 
ise (Routh, Rell. Sacr. 


CC2 
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Chap. il. | which Eusebius has preserved from one of the many 
treatises on the subject this opinion finds a remarkable 
expression. For a long time, the writer says, I was dis- 
inclined to undertake the refutation of the opinions of 
multitudes ‘... through fear and careful regard lest I 
‘should seém in any way to some to add any new article 
‘or clause to the word of the New Covenant of the 

et | “Gospel, which no one may add to or take from who 
‘has determined to live according to the simple Gos- 
‘pel’” The coincidence of these words with the con- 
clusion of the Apocalypse cannot but be apparent; and 
they seem to recognise a complete written standard of 
Christian truth. 
The Cones So far then there is no trace in the Asiatic Churches 
nor defec- of the use of the Epistle of St Jude; and the use of the 
Epistle of St James and of the second Epistle of St 
Peter is at least very uncertain. Methodius alone un- 
doubtedly employs the language of the Epistle to the 
Hebrews; but on the other hand the Apocalypse was 
recognised from the first as a work of the Apostle in the 
districts most immediately interested in its contents. 
The same may be said of the second Epistle of St John. 
and the slight value of merely negative evidence 1s 
shewn by the fact that no quotation from his third Epi- 
stle has yet been noticed, though its authenticity is 
necessarily connected with that of the second. But if 
the evidence for the New Testament Canon in the 
free from | Churches of Asia Minor be incomplete, it is pure and 
addition. ‘unmixed. The reference of Irenzus to the Shepherd of 
Hermas is the only passage with which I am acquainted 


| 1 Auct. adv. Cataphr. ap. Euseb. 15) 7H ris to edarryeMou caus bu- 
H. E. Vv. 16 (Routh, Rell. Sacr. 1. Onxns Aove, 6 pafre wpooGeirat yer 
| p. 183 sqq-): Sediws dé xal éEevaBov- ddedeiy duvarov rp xara To ebayyt- 
| pevos Bn rn dofw rioly émavyypd- Acov avrd wodtreverOas wponpymey. 
1 pew @ emidiiardecec@a (cf. Gal. iii, 


II.] THEOPHILUS. 


which even appears to give authority to an uncanonical | 
book". Holy Scripture as a whole was recognised as a | 
sure rule of doctrine. We acknowledge, said the Pres- ' 
bytery to Noetus, ‘one Christ the Son of God, who suf- | 
‘fered as He suffered, who died as He died, who rose | 
“again, who ascended into heaven, who is on the right | 
‘hand of the Father, who is coming to judge quick and | 
“dead. This we say, having learnt it from the divine 
‘Scriptures, and this also we know’. 


§ 5. Zhe Churches of Syria. 


Nothing more than the names of the successors of 
Ignatius in the see of Antioch has been preserved till the 
time of Theophilus the sixth in descent from the Apo- 
stles. Of the works which he wrote, three books to 
Autolycus—LElementary Evidences of Christianity’—have 
been preserved entire; but the commentaries which bear 
his name are universally rejected as spurious. Eusebius 
has noticed that Theophilus quoted the Apocalypse in a 
treatise against Hermogenes‘; and one passage in his 
extant writings has been supposed to refer to it’. The 
reference however is very uncertain; nor can much 
greater stress be laid on a passing coincidence with the 
language of the Epistle to the Hebrews*. The use 
which Theophilus makes of a metaphor which occurs in | 
2 Peter is much more worthy of notice’; and it is re- 


1 The references to the Epistles of * Euseb. A. £. 1v. 24: tpla ra 
Clement (111. 2, § 3) and Polycarp (id. awpds AdréA\uxoy croxewdn Péperac 
§ 4) are different in character. ovyypduuara. ; 

* Epiph. Her. Lvi. 1; Routh, * Euseb. /.c. 

Rell. Sacr. IV. p. 243. MILTIADES §& Theoph. ad Autol. MN. p. 104. 
again, with whose country I am un- Apoc. xii. 3 sqq. 

acquainted, is said to have shewn § Ad Autol. 1. p. 102. Hebr. xii. 
‘great zeal about the Divine Ora- g. Cf. Lardner, II. 20, 25 sqq. 
‘cles’ (Euseb. HW. £. v.17). Anato- 7 Ad Autol. 1. c. 13 (p. 92): 7 
lius of Laodicea has been mentioned d&:dragis ov rot Oeod rotrdé éotw, & 


already, p. 369, n. I. Aoyos avrod dalywy Boxep AL- 
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;markable that he distinctly quotes the Gospel of St 


SERAPION. 
¢. 190 A.D. 


| John as written by one of those ‘who were moved by 
‘the Spirit’! | 
Serapion who was second in descent from Theo- 
philus has left a very remarkable judgment on the Gos- 
: pel according to Peter, which he found in use at Rhossus, 
| 
a small town of Cilicia. ‘We reccive,’ he says, when 
| writing to the Church there’, ‘both Peter and the other 
*Apostes as Christ ; but as experienced men we reject 
‘the writings falsely inscribed with their names, since we 
‘know that we did not receive such from [our fathers 
‘Still I allowed the book to be used,] for when I visited 
‘you I supposed that all were attached to the right 
‘faith; and as‘I had not thoroughly examined the 
‘Gospel which they brought forward under the name of 
‘Peter I said: If this is the only thing which seems to 
‘create petty jealousies (uwisxpoyuylav) among you, let it 
‘be read. But now since I have learnt from what has 
‘been told me that their mind was covertly attached to 
‘some heresy (aipéoes tivi évepwdAcver) I shall be anxious 
‘to come to you again; so, brethren, expect me quickly. 
‘But we, brethren, having comprehended the nature of 
‘the heresy which Marcianus held—how he contradicted 
‘himself from failing to understand what he said you 
‘will learn from what has been written to you—vwere 
‘able to examine [the book] thoroughly having bor- 
‘rowed it from others who commonly use (doxnoaytoy) 
‘this very Gospel, that is from the successors of those 
‘who first sanctioned it, whom we call Docete (for 
‘most of [Marcianus’] opinions belong to their teach- 
‘ing); and to find that the greater part of its contents 


xvos év olkhart cuvrexouéry épurice 7 Euseb. Hf. £. vi. 12. Routh, 


1 Ad Autol. \\. 22. 


Tyv be ovpavéy... Cf.2 Pet.i.rg. Rell. Sacr. 1. 452 sqq. 





SERA PION. 


iI] 





‘agrees with the right doctrine of the Saviour, though 
‘some new injunctions are added in it which we have 
‘subjoined for your benefit’. Something then may be 
learnt from this as to the authority and standard of the 
New Testament Scriptures at the close of the second 
eentury: the writings of the Apostles were to be re- 
‘ceived as the words of Christ: and those only were to 
be acknowledged as such which were supported by a 
certain tradition. Nor can the conduct of Serapion in 
allowing the public use of other writings be justly 
blamed. It does not appear that the Gospel of Peter 
superseded the Canonical Gospels; and it is well known 
-that even the Gospel of Nicodemus maintained a place 
at Canterbury—‘ fixed to a pillar’—up to the time of 
; Erasmus. 

The seventh in succession from Serapion was Paul of 
.Samosata, who was convicted of heresy on the accusa- 
‘tion of his own clergy, and finally deposed by the civil 
authority of the heathen Emperor Aurelian. Nothing 
femains of his writings, but it is recorded that he endea- 
voured to maintain his opinions by the testimony of the 
Old and New Testaments, and his adversaries relied on 
the same books to refute him. A Synodical Epistle 
‘addressed to Paul by the orthodox bishops before his 
‘deposition’ has been preserved’, in which, in addition | 


2 Euseb. 1. ¢.; Routh, Rell. Sacr. 
f. 452 3qq- The text of the frag- 
ment is corrupt, and I have ven- 
“sured to introduce some slight cor- 
rections by which the whole con- 
sexion appears to be improved. The 
middle sentence should I believe be 
wad thus: yyucis 5¢ adeXda xarada- 
bdygsevoc Srolas qv alptcews 6 Mapxa- 
es (cal [ws] davry qarriotro uy 
toaw & AdXa [om. a] padhcerbe ef 
pw baer ¢ypdgn) dduryO quer [om. yap] 
rap arAd\uwe rév doxnodrrwry, x.7.X. 
Many Manuscripts omit @ before 


#aé., and the confusion of ITAP with | 
TAP is of constant occurrence. The 

changes of number—nye’s, é-yu, jets | 
—seem to prove that the sentences , 
(Bpaxelas Ad=acs Eusebius calls them) - 
are not continuous. As far as Iam. 
aware, all follow Valesius in trans- 

lating xaraptaydvwy avroi gus Mar- : 
ciano preiverunt ; but analogy sup- | 
ports the rendering which I have | 
given. 


2 Doubts were raised as to the | 


genuineness of this Epistle by Bas- 
nage, and repeated by Lardner and 
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to many other quotations from the New Testament, the 
Epistle to the Hebrews is cited as the work of St Paul’ 
And in another letter addressed to the bishops of Alex- 
andria and Rome by Malchion a presbyter of Antioch 
in the name of the ‘bishops, priests, and deacons, of the 
‘neighbouring cities and nations, and of the Churches 
‘of God,’ Paul is described, with a clear allusion to the 
Epistle of St Jude, as one who ‘denied his God and 
‘Lord, and kept not the faith which he himself had 
‘formerly held*’ 

The first traces of the theological school of Antioch, 
which became in the fourth and fifth centuries a formid- 
able rival to that of Alexandria, appear during the pe- 
riod of the controversy with Paul. Dorotheus a pres- 
byter of the Church is described by Eusebius® as a man 
remarkably distinguished for secular learning, who ‘in 
‘his zeal to understand the full beauty of the divine 
‘[writings] studied the Hebrew language, so as to read 
‘and understand the original Hebrew Scriptures.’ Lu 
cian another presbyter of Antioch ‘well trained in sacred 
‘studies®’ devoted himself to a critical revision of the 
Greek text of the Bible. In carrying out this work it 
is said that he introduced useless corrections into the 
Gospels; and the copies which he had ‘falsified’ were 
pronounced*Apocryphal in later times®. In the absence 


Lumper; but Routh considers them 
of no weight (Lumper, XIII. 711 sqq.; 
Routh, ell. Sacr. U1. 321 qq.) 
The question appears to depend al- 
together on the good faith of Turn- 
anus, who first published the Epistle. 
The Epistle itself is almost made up 
of a collection of passages of Scrip- 
ture. 
| 1 Ep. ap. Routh, Rell. Sacer. HI. 
| 299: ... xara rdv dwdorodor ... xal 
-wadw...cal wept Mwvodws’ Meljuva 


| xAocrov Fypcapevos tav Alytertov 


Oncaupwr roy dvadiopdy Tov Xpores 
(Heb. xi. 26). So again just before, 


- Heb. iv. 1§ is incorporated in the 


text of the Epistle. 

3 Ep. ap. Euseb. H. £. vii. 30: 
...ToU Kal Tov Gedy ror davrov xal 
Kvuptov dpvourdvov, xal rip sietw 
qv xalavros wpbrepow elye ph gudd- 
tayros. Cf. Jude 3, 4 (reading Gede). 

3 Euseb. H. £. Vil. 32. 

‘ Euseb. & £. 1X. 6: rots lepois 
pabnpac: cuyxexpornpévos. 

5 Decret. Gelas. Vi. § 14: Evan- 





PAMPHILUS. 


of all evidence on the question it is impossible to deter- 
. Mine in what respect his text differed from that com- 
monly received; but it may be noticed that there is 
nothing to shew that he held any peculiar views on the 
Canon itself. Lucian died a martyr in the persecution 
of Maximinus; and Rufinus has preserved in a Latin 
translation a part of the defence which he addressed to 
the Emperor on his trial’. The fragment is of singular 
beauty, and contains several allusions to the Gospels and 
Acts; but it is more remarkable as containing an appeal 
to the physical phenomena connected with the Passion— 
to the darkness, said by Lucian to be recorded in hea- 
then histories, to the rent rocks, and to the Holy Sepul- 
chre, still to be seen in his time at Jerusalem’. 

Antioch was not the only place in Syria where the 
Christian Scriptures were made the subject of learned 
and laborious study. Pamphilus a Presbyter of Czsarea, 
the friend of Eusebius and the apologist of Origen, was 
‘inflamed with so great a love of sacred literature that he 
‘copied with his own hand the chief part of the works of 
‘Origen,’ which in the time of Jerome were still pre- 


gelia quz falsavit Lucianus Apocry- 
pha. Credner (Zur Gesch. ad. K.s. 
216) regards this as one of the addi- 
tions to the original Decree of Gela- 
sius (¢. 500 A.D.) made at the time 
when it was republished in Spain 
under the name of Hormiscas (c. 700 
—800 A.D.). 

The next clause in the decree is : 
Evangelia quz falsavit Isicius Apo- 
crypha, § 15. This certainly refers 
to the recension of the New Testa- 
ment published in Egypt by Hesy- 
chius at the close of the third cen- 
tury, which is classed by Jerome 
with that of Lucian; but nothing 
is known of its character. The spe- 
culations of Hug are quite unsatis- 
factory. 

1 The defence occurs in Rufinus’ 


version of Eusebius (/7. Z. 1x. 6). 
It is printed by Routh, Rel/. Sacr. 
Iv. § sqq-; and I see no reason to 
doubt its authenticity. 

2 Luc. ap. Routh, Re/. Sacr. rv. 
P- 6: Si minus adhuc creditur, adhi- 

bo vobis etiam loci ipsius in quo 
res gesta est testimonium. Adstipu- 
latur his (que dico] ipse in Hieroso- 
lymis locus, et Golgothana rupes sub 
patibuli onere disrupta : antrum quo- 
que illud quod avulsis inferni januis 
corpus denuo reddidit animatum, 
quo purius inde ferretur ad ccelum... 
Requirite in annalibus vestris: inve- 
nietis temporibus Pilati, Christo pa- 
tiente, fugato sole interruptum tene- 
bris diem. The rhetorical colouring 
of the passage cannot affect the facts 
affirmed. 
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served in the library which he founded". 


when it fell into decay towards the close of the fourth 
century, it was restored by the care of two bishops of 
the city. Its extent is shewn by the fact that Jerome 
found there a copy of the famous Hebrew Gospel of St 
Matthew ; and memorials of it have been preserved to 
the present time. The Coislinian fragment of the Pauline 
Epistles (H), in which the Epistle to the Hebrews is 
placed before the Pastoral Epistles, contains a note stat- 
ing that it was ‘compared with the copy in the library of 
‘St Pamphilus at Czesarea, written by his own hand’ 
Nor is this all. At the end of the edition of the Acts 
and of the [seven] Catholic Epistles published by Eutha- 
lius it is said that the book was ‘compared with the 
‘accurate copies contained in the library of Eusebius 
‘Pamphilus*® at Czsarea;’ and though it is not expressly 
stated that these copies were written by Pamphilus hin- 
self, yet it is probable that they were, from the fact that 
the summary of the contents of the Acts published 
under the name of Euthalius is a mere transcript of a 
work of Pamphilus‘*, If then this conjecture be right, it 
1 Hieron. de Virr. Jil. 75: Tanto 


bibliothecze divinze amore flagravit... 
The phrase ‘bibliotheca divina’ 


may refer either to ayriypagea or Br 
BAcoOncns. 


This library at 
Cesarea is frequently mentioned by ancient writers, and 





means I believe the collection of 
sacred Scriptures. Cf. Routh, Red/. 
Sacr. 111. 488. As to Pamphilus’ 
labours on the LXX. cf. Lardner, 11. 


59. 5- 

%; For the order of the Epistles in 
this Manuscript see Montfaucon, 
Bibl, Coislin. p. 2§3. Tischendorf, 
N. 7. ed. 7, p. CLXXXIX. 

3 Zacagni, Collec. p. 513: dyre- 
BAHOn St trav wpatewy cal xadodcxuw 
ércoro\a@y Td BiBrXloy wpds ra axpiBA 
dyriypaga ris éy Karcapelg B:Bdco- 
Oxjxns EdceBlov rod Tlauplryov. The 
last genitives are ambiguous, and 


The summary of verses given at 
the end (p. 513) does not agree with 
numbers previously given; nor cal 
I explain the phrase 7d wpés ¢uavrer 
orlxo. xf’. But these difficalties 
seem to shew that Euthalius did not 
compose the whole work, but in pat 
transcribed it. 

“Montf. 1b. Cotslin. p. 7% 
Routh, Rell. Sacr.-11l. 310 sq. The 
recurrence in the preface to this 
summary of a very remarkable 


phrase found in the subscription of 


the Manuscript of the Pauline Epi 
stles copied from that of Pamphilus 
seems to be conclusive on the point: 


— .. 





PAMPHILUS. 


If.] 


may be inferred that the seven Catholic Epistles were 
formed into a collection at the close of the third century, 
and appended, as in later times, to the Acts of the Apo- 
stles. So much at least is certain, that Pamphilus, a 
man of wide learning and research, reckoned the Epistle 
to the Hebrews among the writings of St Paul, whether 
he regarded it as actually penned by the Apostle, or, 
like Origen, as the expression of his thoughts by an- 
other writer. 

Though Pamphilus devoted his life to the study of 
the Holy Scriptures, he never assumed the office of a 
commentator; but Jerome’s statement that ‘he wrote 
‘nothing except short letters to his friends’ must be re- 
ceived with some reserve’. In addition to the Summary 
of the Acts already noticed, there can be no doubt that 
the commencement of an apology for Origen occupied 
his attention during his last confinement in prison. The 
first book, which bears his name, and was probably his 
work, has been preserved; and the quotations from 
Origen which it contains embrace distinct references to 
the Apocalypse as the work of St John’, proving, if proof 
were necessary, that on this point Pamphilus followed 
his master’s judgment. 

Thus then in the Syrian Church’ there are traces of 
a complete Canon of the New Testament at the begin- 
ning of the fourth century, and that free from all admix- 
etxn TH trép nus riy cuvwepipopday was misled by the fact that Euse- 


xoufoueros. The summary as it oc- 
curs in Za i (pp. 428 sqq.) is in- 
troduced quite abruptly; and Za- 

i’s explanation of the allusion 
to the youth of the writer (Pref. p. 
63) is unsatisfactory. 

2 Hieron. adv. Ruf. IV. p. 419. 
Cf. Iv. p. 347: Date quodlibet aliud 
or Pamphili; nusquam reperietis. 

oc unum est. habe is speaking 


of the Apology tor Origen, but he 


bius completed it. 

* Pamph. Afol. vil.; Apoc. xx. 

13, 6. I have not noticed any other 
references to the disputed books in 
the Apology. 
. The Greek Syrian Church is of 
course not to be confounded with 
the native Syrian Church, which re- 
tained the Canon of the Peshito; 
cf. p.'244, and Part 111. ch. ii. 


Pamphilus 


Apology Sor 
Origen 


recognises 
the Apoca- 
lypse. 


The Syrian 
Canon come 
plete. 


\ 
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ture of Apocryphal writings. The same district which 
first recognised a collection of Apostolic writings in the 
Peshito was among the first to complete that original 
| Canon by the addition of the other works which we now 
| receive’. And briefly it may be said that wherever the 
East and the West entered into a true union there the 
Canon is found perfect; while the absence or incomplete 
ness of this union is the measure of the corresponding 
defects in the Canon. 
This clearly appears on a summary of the results 
| obtained in this chapter. At Alexandria and Czsarea 
ony. where there was the closest intercourse between the 
Eastern and Western Churches, the Canon of the New 
Testament was fixed, even if with some reserve, as tt 
stands at present. In the Latin Churches on the cot 
trary no trace has yet been found of the use of the Ep- 
stle of St James, or of the second Epistle of St Peter; 
and the Epistle to the Hebrews was not accepted by 
them as the work of St Paul. But one of the disputed 
books was still received generally without distinctios 
of East and West. With the single exception of Die. 
nysius all direct testimony from Alexandria, Afra, 
Rome, and Carthage, witnesses to the Apostolic autho 
rity of the Apocalypse. | 








1 One testimony from an Eastern p. 48, Hebr. vi. 8: p. 75, Het 
Church has not yet been noticed. viii. 13: p. 127, Hebr. i. 3: p. \4h 
In the Acts ofa Disputation between Hebr. iii. 5, 6. The reference 
Archelaus Bishop of Caschar (or, as 2 Pet. iii. 9 in p. 107, #om enim OF 
some conjecture, of Carrhze) in Me- ratus est in promstsstonibus sats, &- 
sopotamia (? cf. Beausobre, //tst. de very uncertain. We have these Acs 
Manich. I. p. 143) and Manes there however at present in a very unst 
are several clear allusions to the tisfactory form, as they exist forthe . 
Epistle to the Hebrews, though it is most part only in a Latin translation . 

| not quoted by name. Disp. Arch. from the Greek, which was itself pro 
| ef Man. ap. Routh, Rell. Sacr. v. bably a translation from the Synac. 








CHAPTER IIL 


THE TESTIMONY OF HERETICAL AND APOCRYPHAL 
WRITINGS TO THE BOOKS OF THE 
NEW TESTAMENT. 


Quodcunque adversus verilatem sapit hoc erit havens, diam vetus 


consuctudo. 
TERTULLIANUS. 


HE controversies which agitated the Christian 

Church from the close of the second century to 
the commencement of the third shew practically, like 
those of the first age, what theological position was then 
occupied by the New Testament. The form of the old 
errors was changed, but their spirit gave life to new 
systems, Ebionism had sunk down into a mere tra- 
dition’, but its principles were embodied in the Christian 
legalism of the Montanists. The same rationalistic tend- 
encies which moved Marcion afterwards appeared in 


the questions raised on the Person of Christ from the 
time of Praxeas to that of Arius. And the Simonian 
counterfeit of Christianity found a partial parallel in the . 
scheme of Mani, less wild, it is true, and more successful. ' 


But each great school of heresy did good service in the 


cause of the Christian Scriptures. The discussions on | 


1 Haxthausen (Zranscaucasia, p. but possess a Gospel written by 
140) mentions the existence of a Longinus the first teacher of their 
sect of Judaizing Christians (Uriani) Church. It is to be hoped that 


at present in Derbend on the Cas- some light may be thrown on this | 


ian. They have, as he heard, no strange statement. 
Lnowledne of the Apostolic writings, 
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the Holy Trinity turned upon their right interpretation, 
so that their authority was a necessary postulate to the 
argument. The Montanists, while they appealed to the 
fresh outpouring of the Spirit, did not profess to super- 
sede or dispense with the books which were commonly 
received. Even the Manichzans found the belief in 
their divine claims so strong that they could not set 
them aside as a whole, but were contented with question- 
ing their integrity. 

The controversies on the person of Christ first arose 
from a necessary reaction within the Church against the 
speculations of the Gnostics on the succession and orders 
of divine powers. The simple baptismal.confession which 
became the popular rule of faith’ contained no reference 
to the doctrine of the Word, and the unlearned stumbled 
at the ‘mysterious dispensation’ of the Holy Trinity, 
‘We are Monarchians,’ they said, ‘we acknowledge only 
‘one God*’ This Monarchianism naturally assumed a 
double form, according as the unity of God was supposed . 
to be rightly asserted by identifying the Son with the 
Father, or by denying His proper divinity. Praxeas 
and Theodotus stood forth at the same time at Rome as 
the champions of these antagonistic opinions. Praxeas 


seems to have retained his connexion with the Catholic 
Church; Theodotus was excommunicated. But though 


~~. 


they differed thus widely in doctrine and fortune, both 
held alike the general opinion of Christians on the 
authority of the Apostolic writings. Tertullian who 
attacked Praxeas, with greater zeal perhaps because 
he had proved himself a formidable opponent of Mon- 
tanism, urged against him various passages of the New 


1 Tert. de Virg. Vel. 1: Regula scilicet in unicum Deum... 
quidem fidei una omnino est, sola 2 Tert. adv. Prax. 3. 
immobilis et irreformabilis, credendi 





MONTANISM. 


II.J 


399 


Testament without hesitation or reserve, and answers an| CaP. ti. 
argument which he drew from the Apocalypse’. And | © Usita- 
though the followers of Theodotus were accused of | Theodotas. 


‘tampering fearlessly with the Holy Scriptures,’ it is 
evident that their corrections extended only to the text, 
and not to the Canon itself*. So likewise in the later 
stages of the Trinitarian controversy, with Hermogenes, 
Noetus, Vero, Beryllus, and Sabellius*®, on one side, and 
with Artemon and Paul of Samosata on the other, the 
Scriptures were always regarded as the common ground 
on which the questions at issue were to be settled. 


In the midst of the discussions which were thus ex- 2. Afontan- 


tending rapidly in the Church towards the close of the 
second century, it was natural that Christians should 
look around for some sure sign of God's presence among 


them, and for some abiding criterion of truth. The |. 


urgency of this want gave power and success to the 
teaching of Montanus. 
serve as a mark of the elect; and prophecy was offered 
to solve the doubts of believers. But the relation of the 
new prophecies to the Apostolic teaching proves how 
completely the New Testament Scriptures were identified 
with the sources of Christian doctrine. Tertullian after 
he became a Montanist, no less than before, appeals 
to them as decisive. The outpouring of the Spirit, he 
Says, was made in order to remove the ambiguities and 
parables by which the truth was obscured‘; to illustrate 


1 Adv. Prax. Interim hic 
mihi promotum sit responsum ad- 
versus id quod et de Apocalypsi Jo- 
annis proferunt. Apoc. i. 8. 

2 Cf. p. 375. 

3 Epiphanius (Hr. LXII. 2) says 
that Sabellius borrowed many points 
in his system from the Gospel accord- 
ing to the Egyptians. There is how- 


1 


ever nothing to shew that Sabellius 
placed it in rivalry with the Canon- 
ical Gospels. The opinions of the 
Alogi on the writings of St John 
have been noticed already, p. 279, 
and note 1. 

4 De Resurr. Carn. s. f-: ...Jam 
omnes retro ambiguitates et quas 
volunt parabolas aperta atque per- 


A strict discipline promised to | «170 4.p. 
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Chap. iii. 


3. Maniche- 


ase, 


C. 277 AD. 


and not to set aside the written Word'; to confirm and 
define what had been already given, and not to introduce 
anything strange or novel*. The ancient Scriptures 
still remained: a treasure common to Montanist and 
Catholic alike’, Some there certainly were among the | 
Montanists who were not content with this view of the | 
position occupied by their prophets, but the exceptions 
are not sufficient to lessen the importance of the testi- 
mony which they bear generally to the Christian Scrip- 
tures‘, , 
The Montanists proposed to restore Christianity: 
the Manichzans ventured to reconstruct it. Montanus 
proclaimed the presence of the Paraclete: Mani himself 
claimed to personify Him, and to lay open that perfect 
knowledge of which St Paul had spoken. While assum- 
ing such a character it is more surprising that Mani re- 
ceived the Christian Scriptures in any sense than that he 
brought them to the test of a merely subjective standard. 
And it is an important symptom of the popular feeling 
of the time, that the Manichzans called in question the 
integrity and sometimes the authenticity of the Chris- 
tian records, but not the authority of their writers. The 
grounds on which they did so are purely arbitrary, and 
their objections are simple assertions without any ex- 


spicua totius sacramenti preedicati- 
one [Spiritus Sanctus] discussit, per 
novam prophetiam de Paracleto in- 
undantem; cujus si hauseris fontes 
nullam poteris sitire doctrinam: nul- 
lus te ardor exuret queestionum... 
De Virg. Vel. 1: Quae est ergo Pa- 
racleti administratio nisi hac, quod 
disciplina dirigitur, quod scripturz 
revelantur, quod intellectus refor- 
matur, quod ad meliora proficitur? 

1 Adv. Prax. 13: Nos enim qui 
et tempora et causas scripturarum 
per Dei gratiam inspicimus maxime 


Paracleti non hominum discipuli... 

* De Monog. 3: Nihil novi Para 
cletus inducit. Quod preemonuit, 
definit: quod sustinuit, exposcit. 

3 De Monog. 4: Evolvamus com- 
munia instrumenta scripturarum pris- 
tinarum. 

4 Cf. Euseb. H.Z. vi. 20. It is 
probable that Caius excluded the 
Epistle to the Hebrews from the 
number of St Paul’s Epistles in o 
position to some Montanists (és 
cee: Cf. Schwegler, AMonfaa. 
287 f. 





MANICH/EISM. 


II] 





ternal proof’. Probably they differed considerably 
among themselves in their estimation of the Canonical 
books*, Thus Augustine states that they rejected the 
Acts of the Apostles as inconsistent with their belief in 
the character assumed by Mani’; but this explanation 
is evidently insufficient, because the Montanists received 
the book in spite of a similar difficulty, and several 
writers use it without hesitation in their controversies 
with Manichzans‘. Generally however he speaks of 
the Manichzans as admitting ‘the New Testament, 
‘the four Gospels, and the Epistles of Paul,’ in which 
must be included that to the Hebrews‘; but with- 
out insisting on this evidence, it is an important fact 
that they did not attempt to assail the Scriptures his- 
torically. On the contrary Augustine argues against 
them (and his reasoning gains force from his own con- 
version) that no writings can be proved genuine if the 
books received as Apostolic be not so: that every kind 
of evidence combines to establish their claims, the rejec- 
tion of which must be followed by universal historical 
scepticism®: that they had been circulated in the life- 
time of their professed authors: that they had been 


5 Aug. ¢. Faust, 1.13 V. 1: de 
Util. Cred. 7 (u1.J]. For the Epistle 
to the Hebrews, cf. Epiph. Mer. 
LXVI. 74; supr. p. 396, n. 13 and, 
on the other hand, Beausobre, 1. p. 
292. 

c Aug. de Mor. Eccl. Cath. 60 


1 Cf. Beausobre, //ist. de Manich. 
I. -2 ° 

D Gecusotire is probably right in 
supposing that they generally ac- 
cepted the Canon of the Peshito (I. 

p- 294 8q.); but I do not think that 
be is right in limiting (p. 292) the 


Epistole Canonica (Aug. ¢. Faust. 
XXII. 15) to the Catholic Epistles, 
though that is the later meaning of 
the phrase. 

8 De Util. Cred. 7 [111.]. The Acts 
was generally much less known in 
the East than the other books of the 
New Testament. Cf. Beausobre, /. c. 
P- 293. 

4 Cf. Lardner, 11. 63. 4. 


Cc. 


[xx1x.]: Consequetur omnium litte- 
rarum summa perversio, et omnium 
qui memoriz mandati sunt librorum 
abolitio; si quod tanta populorum 
religione roboratum est, tanta homi- 
num et temporum consensione fir- 
matum, in hanc dubitationem indu- 
citur, ut ne historiz quidem vul- 
garis fidem possit gravitatemque ob- 
tinere. 


db 
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Chap. iii. | received throughout the Church: that they were in the 
hands of all Christians: that they had been scrupulously 
guarded and attested from the age of the Apostles by an 
unbroken line of witnesses’, And thus the first critical 
assault on the authority of the New Testament called 
forth a noble assertion of its historic claims. 

ican de But while the Manichzans admitted the original 

beets By the authority of the Scriptures of the New Testament, they 

’ | appealed to other books for the confirmation of their 
doctrines. When received into the Catholic Church 
they were required to abjure the use of numerous Apo- 

| cryphal writings*; and a bishop of the fifth century did 
not scruple to assert that they had either ‘invented or 
‘corrupted every Apocryphal book®”’ Without entering 

in detail into the parallels which the Apocryphal Gospels, 
Acts, Epistles, and Apocalypses, offer to the Canonical 

How these | Scriptures, it is evident that as a whole, like false mira- 

attest the . 

Can eee cles and false prophecies, they presuppose some authen- 
tic collection which determined the shape and furthered 
the circulation of the copy. And that they are copies 
is evident from their internal character; so that in one 
respect at least they are instructive, as shewing what 
might have been expected from writings founded on tra- 
dition, even when shaped after an Apostolic pattern‘ 

Other Apo- Besides the direct imitations of the Apostolic books 

writings. | there are two other Apocryphal writings which deserve 


) Aug. ¢. Faust. XXXII. 19; XXXII. dover, Kal ror @noavpor Trou Oardrev, 
‘ oy Ad-youst Onoavpoy fwihs, cal rip 
2? The whole formula (ap. Cotel. Kahoupérny = jvornplwy BiBXor...«al 
Patr. Apost. 1. §37 sqq., referred to ry rap droxpigur, cal THY Tu are- 
by Beausobre) is extremely inter- prnuovevparwy.. 
‘esting. The passage more directly #% Turibius, quoted by Beausobre, 
i bearing on our subject is: dvaGeua.- I. p. 348. 
rifw wdvra ra Soyuara Kal cvyypap- Beausobre (I. pp. 348 sqq.) has 
| para tol Mavevros...xal wagas rds given a general review of their con- 





Mavixaixds BlBdous, olor 7d vexpo- tents; and I have noticed them else- 
rowdy atraw edayyé\ov, Srep Swe ka- where. 





IL] THE TESTAMENTS OF THE TWELVE PATRIARCHS. 


notice because they represent no Canonical type, the 
Testaments of the Twelve Patriarchs and parts of the 
Stbylline Oracles. The Apostles were contented to re- 
commend the Gospel to the Jews by the evidence of the 
Old Testament, to the heathen by the testimony of their 
own consciences, to both on the broad grounds of its 
own divine character. But it was natural that a succeed- 
ing generation should look for more distinct intimations 
of the Hope of the world than are to be found in the 
symbolism of a nation’s history, or the indistinct confes- 
sions of hearts ill at rest. By what combination of fraud 
and enthusiasm the desire was gratified cannot be told, 
but the works which have been named represent the 
result’, In the Zestaments of the Twelve Patriarchs and 
in some of the Szdyliine Oracles the history of the Gospel 
is thrown into a prophetic form; and the general use 
made of the latter writings from the time of Justin Mar- 
tyr downwards shews how little any other age than that 
of the Apostles was able to originate or even to repro- 
duce the simple grandeur of the New Testament. Be- 
sides numerous allusions to the facts of the Gospels, and 
to very little else connected with the life of Christ’, 
these Apocryphal books contain several references to 
the Gospel and first Epistle of St John, to the Acts, to 
the Epistles of St Paul and to the Apocalypse*, And 


1 The Testaments of the Twelve 
Patriarchs are quoted by Origen 
(Hom. in Fos. XV. 6). Friedlieb has 
given a summary of the probable 
dates of the ee Oracles (Ovac. 
Sibyll. Einl. § 32 

The fire in ie Jordan at the 
Baptism of our Lord (cf. p. 160, n. 3) 
is the only fact which occurs to me. 
Orac. Sibyll. v1. 6. Cf. vit. 84. 

8 Zest. Levi, § 14; Johni. 9, viii. 
12. Bens. 8 3; John i. 29. Fud. 


§ 20; John xv. 26. J/s5.8 75 1 John 
v. 16, 17. Ben. § 9; Acts ii. 3. 
Reuben, § 531 Cor. vi. 18. Levi, 
8 33 Rom. xii. 1. § 6; 1 Thess. ii. 

§ 18; Hebr. vil. 22—24. Dan, 
§ 5; Apoc. a -» Eph. iv. 25. Meph- 
thalim, § 4; Eph. li. 17. 

Mr Sinker, in his edition of the 
Testaments (1869), has given a very 
full table of the coincidences be- 
tween the Testaments and the Apo- 
stolic books, but I do not tink 
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one passage from the Testament of Benjamin expresses 
such a remarkable judgment on the mission and autho- 
rity of St Paul as to deserve especial notice, particu- 
larly as the work itself comes from the hand of a Jewish 
Christian’. 

‘I shall no longer,’ the Patriarch says to his sons’, 
‘be called a ravening wolf on account of your ravages, 
‘but a worker of the Lord, distributing goods to those 
‘who work that which is good. And there shall arise 
‘from my seed in after times one beloved of the Lord, 
‘hearing His voice, enlightening with new knowledge all 
‘the Gentiles,...and till the consummation of the ages 
‘shall he be in the congregations of the Gentiles, and 
‘among their princes, as a strain of music in the mouth 
‘of them all. And he shall be inscribed in the Holy 
‘Books, both his work and his word, and he shall be 
‘chosen of God for ever’...’ 

In addition to other evidence that of the heathen 
opponents of Christianity must not be neglected. Celsus, 
the earliest and most formidable among them, lived to- 
wards the close of the second century, and he had sought 
his knowledge of the Christian system in Christian books. 
He quotes the ‘writings of the disciples of Jesus’ con- 


that the references to James, 2 Peter, 
Jude are established. 

Orac. Sibyll. 1. 135 sqq.; 2 Pet. 
ii. 5. Lib. 11. 167 sqq.; 2 Thess. ii. 
8—Io. 
ix. &c. 

1 Bp Lightfoot (om Galatians, pp. 
299 ff.) has called attention to the 
remarkable combination in this book 
of Levitical views with a thankful 
acknowledgment of the admission of 
the Gentiles into the divine Cove- 
nant. 

9 Test. Benj. 811. 

8 It is perhaps impossible to fix 
with precision the date of the Pistis 


Lib. VIII. 190 sqq.; Apoc.: 


Sophia (ed. Schwartze et Petermann, 
Berlin, 1851). Petermann describes 
it simply as ab Ophita quodam s- 
periori scriptum (Pref. p. vii.). It 
contains numerous references to the 
Gospels of St Matthew, St Luke, 
and St John; and once quotes St 
Paul (Rom. xiii. 7, p. 294). The 
only Apocryphal saying which I 
noticed in it is the well-known 
phrase attributed to our Lord, ‘Be 
‘ye wise money-changers’ (p. 353): 
but of Philip it is said: iste est qui 
scribit res omnes quas Jesus dixit et 
quas fecit omnes (p. 60). 


ase CONCLUSION OF THE SECOND PART. 
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and that these were the four Canonical Gospels is proved 
both by the absence of all evidence to the contrary, and 
by the special facts which he brings forward*, And not 
only this, but both Celsus and Porphyry appear to have 
been acquainted with the Pauline Epistles®. In Porphyry 
at least the influence of the Apostolic teaching can be 
distinctly traced, for Christianity even in his time had 


done much to leaven the world which rejected it‘. 


O pass once again from these details to a wider 
view, it is evident that the results of the last three 
chapters confirm what was stated at the outset, that this 


1 Orig. ¢. Cels. 11. 13, 74. In the 
latter passage the Jewish antagonist 
in Celsus’ work says: Taira pev oi 
opis éx Tiay Umer épioy ovyypanpdrwy 
€¢' ols odderds ddXov pdprupos xpz- 
fone, avrol yap éaurois repirlarere. 

othing could shew more clearly vi 
the authority of the Gospels. Ex- 
actly the same title (ra tuérepa ovy- 
yedupara) occurs in Justin Martyr, 
Apol. 1. 28. 

2 The title of Celsus’ book was 
Aéyos d\n47s, and Origen has an- 
swered it at length. The following 
references will be sufficient: Matt. 
ii., Orig. ¢ Cels. 1. 34; Mark vi. 3, 
ib. VI. 36 (where Origen had a false 
reading); Luke iii., #. 11. 32; John 
xix. 34, 26. 11. 36. Celsus evidently 
considered that the different Gospels 
were incorrect revisions of one ori- 
ginal; #5. 11. 27: pera raurd rivas 
Tio wigrevovTwy oneiy.. -peraxapdr- 
rew éx TIS wpiorns ypapns a: evay- 


yuor rpexh xal rerpaxn cal woddax7 
cal perardarrey Iv’ Exovey xpds rods 


érXéyxous dpvetcar. To which Ori- 
gen replies: werayaparrovras rd ev- 
ayyétoy ddrous ovn olda 7 rovs awd 
Mapxiwvos xal rods drd Ouaderrivou, 
oluat 6¢ xal rods &wd Aouxavov. All 


the facts which Origen quotes from 
Celsus are I believe contained in our 
Canonical Gospels; yet cf. Orig. ¢. 
Cels. 11. 74. 

? Orig. c. Cels. 1. 93 cf 1 Cor. iii. 
19, I Pet. iii. 15. #5. V. 64; cf. Gal. 


ve Hieron. Comm. 
in Galat. i. ott (T. IV. p. 233)3 
ii. a (16. p. 244). 


Cf. Ilmann, Stud. u. Krit. Vv 
376 sqq. His beautiful Letter to 
Marcella (ed. Mai, Mediol. 1816), 
the climax of philosophic morality, 
offers nevertheless a complete con- . 
trast to the Christian doctrine of the 
dignity of man’s body. 

In other heathen writers there is 
little which bears on the Christian 
Scriptures. LUCIAN in his 7rue /is- 
tory (II. tr sqq.) gives a poor imita- 
tion of Apoc. xxi. But the striking 
description which ARISTIDES (ad 
Plat. i. T. 1. pp. 398 sqq. Df.) 
draws of the Christians is well wor- 
thy of notice, especially when com: 
pared with Lucian’s (de Peregr. Hl. 
13). LoNGINus’ testimony to the 
eloquence of ‘Paul of Tarsus’ (fr. 1, ; 
ed. Weiske) is generally considered | 
spurious. 


vi. 14. Porphyr. 


cerning His life as possessing dacucet one aahouy 


“Chap. iii. 


PORPHYRY. 
t 304 A.D. 


\ 





si was 
Sertile in 
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tukich how- 
ever did not 
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second period in the History of the Canon offers a 
marked contrast to the first. It is characterized not 90 
much by the antagonism of great principles as by the 
influence of great men. But their work was to construct 
and not to define. And thus the age was an age of 
research and thought, but at the same time it was an age 
of freedom. The fabric of Christian doctrine was not 
yet consolidated, though the elements which had existed 
at first separately were already combined. An era of 
speculation preceded an era of councils; for it was neces- 
sary that all the treasures of the Church should be 
regarded in their various aspects before they could be 
rightly arranged. 

There was however among Christians a keen and ac- 
tive perception of that ‘one unchangeable rule of faith, 
which was embodied in the practice of the Church and 
attested by the words of Scripture. Apologists for Chris- 
tianity were followed by advocates of its ancient purity 
even in the most remote districts of the Roman world. 
In addition to the writers who have been mentioned 
already, Eusebius has preserved the names of many 
others ‘from an innumerable crowd, which in them- 
selves form a striking monument of the energy of the 
Church, Philip in Crete, Bacchylus at Corinth, and Pal- 
mas in Pontus, defended the primitive Creed against the 
innovations of heresy’. And the list might be easily 
increased ; but it is enough to shew that the energy of 
Christian life was not confined to the great centres of its 
action, or to the men who gave their character to its 
development. The whole body was instinct with a sense 
of truth and ready to maintain it. 

Yet even controversy failed to create a spirit of 


1 Euseb. H. E. tv. 23, 28, 283 V. 22, 23. 


15 CONCLUSION OF THE SECOND) PART. 





historical inquiry. Tertullian once alludes to synodal | Conclusion: 


discussions on the Canon’, but as a general rule it was 
assumed by Christian writers that the contents of the 
New Testament were known and acknowledged. Where 
differences existed on this point, as in the case of the 
Marcionites, no attempt was made to compose them by 
a critical investigation into the history of the sacred 
records. And in the Church itself no voice of authority 
interfered to remove the doubts which formerly existed, 
however much they were modified by usage and by the 
judgment of particular writers. The age was not only 
constructive but conservative; and thus the evidence for 
the New Testament Canon, which has been gathered 
from writers of the third century, differs from that of 
earlier date in fulness rather than in kind. 

But the fulness of evidence for the acknowledged 
books, coming from every quarter of the Church and 
given with unhesitating simplicity, can surely be ex- 
plained on no other ground than that it represented an 
original tradition or an instinctive judgment of Apostolic 
times. While on the other hand the books which were 
not universally received seem to have been in most cases 
rather unknown than rejected. The Apocalypse alone 
was made the subject of a controversy, and that purely 
on internal testimony*. For it is well worthy of notice 
that the disputed books (with the exception of the 
‘second Epistle of St Peter, the history of which is most 
obscure) are exactly those which make no direct claims 
to Apostolic authorship, so that they might have been 
excluded from the Canon even by some who did not 
sius (pp. 278, n. 2, 367) is confirmed 
by that of Miinster in a special tract 


on the subject: de Dionys. Alex. 
Fudic.c. Apocal. Hafnix, 1826, pp. 


35 sqq., 67 saq. 


1 Tert. de Pudic. 10. See supr. 
P- 375) 0. 3- 

2 It is a satisfaction to find that 
the opinion which I have given on 
the testimonies of Caius and Diony- 
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Conclusion. | doubt their genuineness. In the meantime Apocryphal 

= writings had passed almost out of notice, and no one. 
can suppose that they were any longer confounded with 
the Apostolic books. Nothing more indeed was needed 
than that some practical crisis should give clear effect to 
the implicit opinion which was everywhere held ; and 
this, as we shall see in the next chapter, was soon fur- 
nished by the interrogations of the last persecutor. 





THIRD PERIOD. 


HISTORY OF THE CANON OF THE NEW TESTAMENT , 
FROM THE PERSECUTION OF DIOCLETIAN TO 
THE THIRD COUNCIL OF CARTHAGE. 


A.D. 303—397- 





Solis eis Scripturarum libris qui jam Canonici appellanter 


didici hunc timorem honoremque deferre ut nullum eorum auctorem 
scribendo aliquid errasse firmissime credam. 


A UGUSTINUS. 





CHAPTER I. 


THE AGE OF DIOCLETIAN. 


*"Exrnpwby 7rd Tlup GAOoy Bareiv ext rhy yy ovx apamorixdy add 
xadaprixéy, 
ATHANASIUS. 


HOUGH we do not possess any public Acts of the 
Ante-Nicene Church relative to the Canon, yet 

the zeal of its enemies has in some degree supplied the 
deficiency. During the long period of repose which the 
Christians enjoyed after the edict of Gallienus, the cha- 
racter and claims of their sacred writings became more 
generally known’, and offered a definite mark to their 
adversaries. Diocletian skilfully availed himself of this 
new point of attack. The earlier persecutors had sought 
to deprive the Church of its teachers: he endeavoured 
to destroy the writings which were the unfailing source 
of its faith. Hierocles proconsul of Bithynia is said to 
have originated and directed the persecution*; and his 
efforts were the more formidable because he was well 
acquainted with the history and doctrines of Christianity. 
The first result of this persecution was to create dis- 
sensions within the Church itself. A large section of 
1 Cf. Lact. Jstit. v. 2: Alius 
{Hierocles]...quzedam capita [Scrip- 
turze Sacrze] que repugnare sibi vide- 


bantur exposuit, adeo multa, adeo 
intima enumerans, ut aliquando ex 


eadem disciplina fuisse videatur... 
precipue tamen Paulum Petrumque 
laceravit... 

2 Lact. Jastit. 1.c., de Mort. Per- 
Sel. 16. 


tian Scrip- 
Lures, and $0 
261 A.D. 


303— 312 A.D. 
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Chap.i. | Christians availed themselves of the means of escape 
wi | offered by lenient magistrates, and surrendered ‘useless 
sions among | writings’’ which satisfied the demands of their inqui- 
sitors. Others however viewed this conduct with reason- 
able jealousy, and branded as ‘traitors’ (tradttores) 
those who submitted to the semblance of guilt to avoid 
the trials of persecution. And the differences which 
arose on the question became deep and permanent. 
For more than three hundred years the schism of the 
Donatists remained to witness to the intensity and 
te a clearer bitterness of the controversy. But schism as well as 
tion of the | persecution furthered the work of God. Henceforth the 
Books. Canonical Scriptures were generally known by that dis- 
tinctive title, even if it was not then first applied to 
them*. Both parties in the Church naturally combined 
to distinguish the sacred writings from all others. The 
stricter Christians required clear grounds for visiting the 
traditores with Ecclesiastical censure*®; and the more 
pliant were anxious not to compromise their faith, while 
they were willing to purchase peace by obedience in 
that which seemed to be indifferent. 

But at least But though it is evident that an ecclesiastical Canon 

ofa Canon | must have been formed before the close of the persecu- 

existed tion of Diocletian, it is not to be concluded that no such 
Rule existed before. The original edict which enjoined 
that ‘the Churches should be razed, and the Scriptures 
‘consumed by fire...*’ is unhappily lost; and Christian 
writers describe its provisions in words intelligible and 
definite to themselves, but little likely to have been used 


1 Cf. Neander, Ch. Hist.1. p. 205. * Cf. App. A., Credner, a. a. O. 
August. Brev. Coll. Donat. 11.253;  * Concil. Arelat. Xi11.: De his qui 
c. Crese. 111. 30. Credner (Zur Gesck. scripturas sanctas tradidisse dicun- 
d. K. s. 66) gives another interpreta- tur...ut quicunque eorum ex actis 
tion to scripture supervacme in the pudlicts fuerit detectus... 

Acts of Felix. * Euseb. /7. £. VIL. 3. 





THE DONATISTS. 





by’a heathen Emperor. There can however be no 
doubt that it contained an accurate description of the 
books to be surrendered, and the official records of two 
trials consequent upon it seem to have preserved the 
exact phrase which was employed. ‘Bring forward, 
the Roman commissioner said to the bishop Paul, ‘the 
‘Scriptures of the Law.’ And Cecilian writing to another 
bishop Felix says, ‘Ingentius inquired whether any 
‘Scriptures of your Law were burnt according to the 
‘sacred law’.’ Now whether this title was of Christian 
or heathen origin it evidently had a meaning sufficiently 
strict and clear for the purposes of a Roman court: in 
other words the books which the Christians called 
‘divine’ and ‘spiritualizing’ (de¢fice), which were pub- 
licly read in their assemblies and guarded with their 
most devoted care, were formed into a collection so well 
known that they could be described by a title scarcely 
more explicit than that by which it was afterwards called 
‘the Bible’ (ra Bc:8ria). 

And what then were the contents of that collection? 
The answer to this question must be sought for in the 
results of the persecution. No district suffered more 
severely than North Africa, where schism continued the 
ravages which persecution began. Donatus placed him- 
self at the head of a party who opposed the appointment 


1 Acta ap. Mansi, Concil. 11. 501 
(Florent. 1789); August. T. Ix. 
App. p. 29 (ed. Bened.): Felix Fla- 
men perpetuus curator Paulo epi- 
scopo dixit: Proferte scripturas legis, 
et si quid aliud hic habetis, ut pre- 
ceptum est, ut precepto et jussioni 
parere possitis. Paulus episcopus 
dixit: Scripturas lectores habent, 
sed nos quod hic habemus damus. 
Afterwards the command is simply 
Proferte scripturas. 25. p. 509 (T. IX. 
App. p. 18): Cecilianus parenti Fe- 


lict salutem: Cum Ingentius colle- 
gam meum Augentium amicum suum 
conveniret et inquisisset anno duo- 
viratus mei, an aliquee scripfure legis 
vestre secundum sacram legem adus- 
tze sint...(These passages are quoted 
by Credner, a. a. O.). A similar 
phrase occurs also in Augustine, Ps. 
¢. Donat. T. sen 3 B: Erant qui- 
dam traditores /tbrorum de sacra lege. 
Cf. Commod. /ust. 1. Pref. 6. On 
the relation of the words x, regula, 
and xaywy, see Credner, lc. 
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of Czcilian to the see of Carthage on the ground that 
he had been ordained by Felix a traditor; and, in spite 
of the judgment of a Synod, confirmed by Constantine, 
the rupture became complete. The ground of the Do | 
natist schism was thus the betrayal of the Canonical 
Scriptures, and the Canon of the Donatists will neces 
sarily represent the strict judgment of the African 
Churches. Now Augustine allows that both Donatst 
and Catholic were alike ‘bound by the authority d 
‘both Testaments’, and that they admitted alike the 
‘Canonical Scriptures*.’” ‘And what are these,’ he asks, 
‘but the Canonical Scriptures of the Law and th 
‘Prophets? To which are added the Gospels, the Apo 
‘stolic Epistles, the Acts of the Apostles, the Apoc 
‘lypse of John®” The only doubt which can be thrown 
on the completeness and purity of the Donatist Canos 
arises from the uncertain language of Augustine about 
the Epistle to the Hebrews, and no Donatist writing 
throws any light upon the point*. But with this ut 
certain exception the ordeal of persecution left the 
African Churches in possession of a perfect New Test 
ment. 

From Africa we pass to Palestine. Among the wit 
nesses of the persecution there was Eypsebius the friend 
of Pamphilus, afterwards bishop of Czesarea, and th 
historian of the early Church. ‘I saw,’ he says, ‘with 
‘mine own eyes the houses of prayer thrown down and 
‘razed to their foundations, and the inspired and sacred 

1 August. Zp. CXXIX. 3. 8 De Unit. Eccles. 51 [x1x.]. | 
2 Aug. c. Cresc. 1. 37: Proferte 4 The only disputed books which 
certe...de Scripturis Canonicis [qua- Tichonius (Aug. c. Zp. Parm. T. & 
rum nobis est communis auctoritas] p. 11) quotes are, so far as | have 
... Lhe last clause, if it be of doubt- noticed, the second Epi of & 
ful authority in this place, occurs John (Gallandi, BsA/. Vill. p 


without any variation at the end of 124), and the Apocalypse (sé. pp. 1071 
the chapter. — 122, 125, 128). 
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‘Scriptures consigned to the fire in the open market- 
‘place’.’ Among such scenes he could not fail to learn 
what books men held to be more precious than their 
lives, and it is reasonable to look for the influence of 
this early trial on his later opinions. But the great 
fault of Eusebius is a want of independent judgment. 
He writes under the influence of his last informant, and 
consequently his narrative is often confused and incon- 
sistent. This is the case in some degree with his state- 
ments on the Canon, though it is possible I believe to 
ascertain his real judgment on the question, and to re- 
move some of the discrepancies by which it is obscured. 

The manner in which he approaches the subject 
illustrates very well the desultory character of his work. 
He records the succession of Linus to the see of Rome 
‘after the martyrdom of Peter and Paul,’ and without 
any further preface proceeds*: ‘Of Peter then one 
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‘Epistle, which is called his former Epistle, is generally | ond 


‘acknowledged; of this also the ancient presbyters have 
‘made frequent use (cataxéypnyrat) in their writings as 
‘indisputably genuine (dvayudirexte). But that which is 
‘circulated as his second Epistle we have received to be 
‘naqt Canonical (évdsa@nxoy); still as it appeared useful 
‘to many it has been diligently read (€o7rovdac6n) with | 
‘the other scriptures. The Book of the Acts of Peter | 
‘and the Gospel which bears his name, and the book | 
‘entitled his Preaching, and his so-called Apocalypse, i 
‘we know to have been in no wise included in the Ca- | 
‘tholic® scriptures by antiquity (ovd’ dAws dy xadorexois | 
‘Iopev wapadidopeva), because no ecclesiastical writer in | 

1H. E. Vill. 3. gresses to other writings. | 


3H. E. 11. 3. The title of the 7? i.e. Canonical. This use of the | 
Chapter is: Iept ray éxicrod@ roy word xaOodxés is illustrated by Con- | 


Grogré\wy, yet he makes no allusion cil. Carthag. xxiv. Int. Gr. (given \ 


to the Epistles of St John, and di- in App. D). 
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Chap. i; | ‘ancient times or in our own has made general use of 
‘(suveypnoato) the testimonies to be drawn from them... 
‘So many are the works which bear the name of Peter, 
‘of which I recognize (éyvev) one Epistle only as genuine 
‘(yunoiav) and acknowledged by the ancient presbyters’ — 
S# Pact. ‘Of Paul the fourteen epistles commonly received (af 
‘ Sexaréocapes) are at once manifest (apodnAos) and clear. 
‘It is not however right to ignore the fact that some 
‘have rejected the Epistle to the Hebrews, asserting that 
‘it is gainsayed by the Church of-Rome as not being 
‘Paul’s...The Acts that bear his name I have not re 
‘ceived as indisputably genuine.’ 

bolas ‘Since the same Apostle in the salutations at the 
Hermas. |‘end of the Epistle to the Romans has made mention 
‘among others of Hermas, whose the Shepherd is said 
‘to be, it must be known that this book has been gain- 
‘sayed by some, and therefore could not be considered 
‘an acknowledged book, though it has been judged by 
‘others most necessary for those who particularly need 
‘elementary instruction in the faith (orowyecioews eiva- 
‘ywyicns). In consequence of this we know that it 
‘has been formerly publicly read (Sednpocrevpévov) in 
‘churches, and I have found that some of the most 

‘ancient writers have made use of it.’ 
‘These remarks will help to point out (e/s arapdota- 
‘ow) the divine writings which are uncontrovertible 
| §(dvavtippjtwyv) and those which are not acknowledged 

‘by all.’ 

After this Eusebius continues the thread of his his- 
narrative tory, relating at length the siege of Jerusalem, and the 
speaks of : succession of bishops in the Apostolic sees, till he comes 
‘to speak of the reign of Trajan and of the last labours of 
the Apostle St John. While doing this he quotes from 
Clement the beautiful story of the young robber, and 
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hen goes on abruptly to enumerate ‘the uncontroverted 
writings of the Apostle.’ His Gospel is placed first as 
xing fully recognised ‘in all the churches under hea- 
ven;’ and so Eusebius proceeds to speak of the other 
gospels, prefacing his criticism with some remarks on 
Apostolic gifts which illustrate his view of Inspiration’. 
Those inspired and truly divine men (Oeo7éctoe Kad ad- 
nOds Oeomrperreis), I mean the Apostles of Christ, having 
been completely purified in their life, and adorned with 
every virtue in their souls, though still simple and 
illiterate in their speech (1)v yA@ooay iduwrevovtes), yet 
‘trusting boldly to the divine and marvellous power given 
‘them by the Saviour, had not indeed either the know- 
‘ledge or the design to commend the teaching of their 
‘Master by subtilty and rhetorical art, but using only 
‘the demonstration of the divine Spirit, who wrought 
‘with them, and the wonder-working power of Christ 
realized through them, proclaimed the knowledge of 
the kingdom of heaven over all the world (otcoupévny), 
giving little heed to the labour of written composition 
(srovdys THs wept TO Aoyoypadetv). And this they did 
as being wholly engaged (efumnperovpevoc) in a greater | 
and superhuman ministry. For example Paul who | 
shewed himself the most powerful of all in the means | 
»f eloquence and the most able in thought has not com- | 
nitted to writing more than his very short letters, 
Uthough he had countless mysteries to tell, as one who | 
ittained to a vision of things in the third heaven, and 
yas caught up to the divine paradise itself, and was 
ounted worthy to hear unspeakable words from those 
vho had been transported thither. The rest of the 
mmediate followers (goirnral) of the Saviour, twelve | 
Apostles and seventy disciples and innumerable others | 


1 AE. Wt. 24. 


Cc. EE 
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Chap.i. | “besides, were in some degree blessed with the same 
‘ privileges...still Matthew and John alone of all have left 
‘us an account [of their intercourse with the Lord]...’ 
After this Eusebius discusses the mutual relations of the 
Gospels, promising a more special investigation in some 
|other place, a promise which, like many others, he left 
unfulfilled. He then continues: ‘Now of the writings of 
‘John, in addition to the Gospel, the former of his 
‘Epistles also has been acknowledged as undoubtedly 
‘genuine both by the writers of our own time and by 
‘those of antiquity; but the two remaining Epistles are 
‘disputed. Concerning the Apocalypse men’s opinions 
‘even now are generally divided. This question how- 
‘ever shall be decided at a proper time by the testimony 
‘of antiquity’.’ There is nothing to shew that Eusebius 
carried his intention into effect, and without further 
sums ap his | break he proceeds*: ‘But now we have arrived at this | 
the'books of |‘ point, it is natural that we should give a summary cata 4 
Testament. |‘ logue of the writings of the New Testament to which 
(0) Tie Ac: ‘we have already alluded®. First then we must place the 


ooks. ‘holy quaternion of the Gospels, which are followed by 
‘the account of the Acts of the Apostles. After this we 
‘must reckon the Epistles of Paul; and next to them 
‘we must maintain as genuine (cvpwréov) the Epistle cir- 
‘culated (depouévn) as the former* of John, and in like 
‘manner that of Peter. In addition to these books, if 


1 The scattered testimonies which 
he quotes from Justin (Iv. 18), Theo- 
philus (1v. 24), Irenzeus (Vv. 8), Ori- 
gen (VI. 25), and Dionysius (VII. 25), 
can scarcely be considered to satisfy 
this promise. 

2 ALE, Wt. 25. 

3 ‘Avaxepadrawoac Gat Tas dnAw- 
Oeloas ras Kawys diadnens ypapas. 
It seems incredible that there should 
have been any difference of opinion 


as to the meaning of the phrase. En- 
sebius had mentioned before all the 
books of the New Testament which 
he here accepts: Four Gospels, 111. 
24; Acts, 11. 223 fourteen Epistles of 
St Paul, 111. 3; seven Catholic Epi- 
stles, 11. 23 ad fin.; Apocalypse, 11. 
24 

4 IIporépa not rpwry. Cf. pp. 77, 
Nn. 2; 384, n. 1. 
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‘possibly such a view seem correct’, we must place the 
‘Revelation of John, the judgments on which we shall 
‘set forth in due course. And these are regarded as 
‘generally received (év 6poroyoupévois). 

‘Among the controverted books, which are neverthe- 
‘less well known and recognised by most®, we class the 
‘Epistle circulated under the name of James, and that of 
‘Jude, as well as the second of Peter, and the so-called 
‘second and third of John, whether they really belong to 
‘the Evangelist, or possibly to another of the same name. 

‘We must rank as spurious (veo) the account of the 
‘Acts of Paul, the book called the Shepherd, and the 
‘Revelation of Peter. And besides these the epistle cir- 

“culated under the name of Barnabas, and the Teaching 

‘of the Apostles; and moreover, as I said, the Apoca- 
“‘lypse of John, if such an opinion seem correct (e 
.“gavein), which some, as I said, reject (a@erovc), while 
‘others reckon it among the books generally received. 
‘We may add that some have reckoned in this division 
‘the Gospel according to the Hebrews, to which those 
‘Hebrews who have received [Jesus as] the Christ are 
‘especially attached®. All these then will belong to the 
‘class of controverted books ‘. 


1 El ye gaveln. The difference * The complete omission of the 


between this and «if gaveln below 
must not be left unnoticed. 

* Tywpluwy rots woddois. Cf. H. E. 
‘31. 38. The word yrwpipos implies 
t familiar knowledge. It is a sin- 

coincidence that Alex. Aphrod. 
de An. 2, quoted by Stephens) uses 
tin connexion with another Eusebian 
rocd. Speaking of Time and Place 
esays: To per elyar yrwpipor xal 
panglrexror. 
8 There is no question of this being 
laced in the first class, as is stated 
uperss. Rel. 11.167. See App. C. 


first Epistle of Clement in this de- 
tailed enumeration is very instructive 
as marking the principles on which 
Eusebius made it. The geuuineness 
of the Epistle was acknowledged, 
but it was not Apostolic. Thus it 
could not make any substantial claim 
to be included among the books of 
the Canon if Apostolicity was the 
final test of the authority of a book. 
On the other hand it may be noticed 
that Eusebius himself using popular 
language calls the Epistle a ‘disputed 
book’ elsewhere. See p. 421, 0.2. 
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(8) The Dis- 
puted Books: 


1. Generally 
known. 


2. Spurions. 





(y) Heretical 
Books. 


Thts last 
passage 
wenst inter- 
pnt the 

ot! ers. 
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‘It has been necessary for us to extend our catalogue 

‘to these, in spite of their ambiguous character (router 
‘Gums TOY KaTaAoyov TeronueOa), having distinguished 
‘the writings which according to the ecclesiastical tra- 
‘dition are true and genuine (a7rAacrous), and generally 
‘acknowledged', and the others besides these, which, 
| ‘though they are not Canonical (évésa@nxovs) but contro- 
‘verted, are nevertheless constantly recognised (yeyva- 
| ‘oxomevas) by most of our ecclesiastical authorities (é- 
| ‘«Anotaorixaov), that we might be acquainted with these 
'* scriptures, and with those which are brought forward 
‘by heretics in the name of Apostles, whether it be 
‘as containing the Gospels of Peter and Thomas and 
‘Matthias, or also of others besides these, or as the Acts 
‘of Andrew and John and the other Apostles, which no 
‘one of the succession of ccclesiastical writers has any- 
‘where deigned to quote. And further also the cha- 
‘racter of their language (dpacews) which varies from 
‘the Apostolic spirit (apa ro 00s +6 atrootoNsKy & 
‘anAatrec), and the sentiment and purpose of their con- 
‘tents, which is utterly discordant with true orthodoxy, 
‘clearly prove that they are forgeries of heretics; whence 
‘we must not even class them among the spurious (v- 
‘@ous) books, but set them aside (aapityréov) as every 
‘way monstrous and impious.’ 

This last passage in which Eusebius professes to sum 
up what he had previously said upon the subject, how- 
ever imperfect and vague it may appear in some re- 
spects, forms the centre to which all his other statements 
on the books of the New Testament must be referred. 
Here, instead of quoting the authority of others, he 





Sf 





1 "Avywuoroynudvous. ‘Avopuodoyel- tion, inquiry, and judgment. Cf. 
aOa differs from oporoyeto@a in H.£. ill. 3, 24, 383 IV. 7. 
bringing out the notion of examina- 
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writes in his own person, and implies I believe his own 
judgment on the disputed books’. In order to deter- 


mine what this was, it will be necessary to analyse | 


briefly the classification which he proposes. And at the 
outset it is evident, I think, that he divides all the writ- 
ings which laid claim to Apostolic authority into three 
principal divisions—the Acknowledged, the Disputed, 
and the Heretical. But these words, it must be remcem- 
bered, are used with reference to a particular object, and 
consequently in a modified sense*. That a book should 
be Acknowledged as Canonical, it was requisite that its 
authenticity should be undisputed, and that its author 
should have been possessed of Apostolic power; if it 
were supposed to fail in satisfying either of these con- 
ditions, then it was Disputed, however well it satisfied 
the other. 

With regard to the first and last classes there can be 
little ambiguity as to the limits which Eusebius would 
set to them generally; the position of the Apocalypse 
(for a reason which will be shortly seen) being left in 
some uncertainty. But considerable doubt has been felt 
as to the exact extent and definition of the second class, 
though the words at the beginning and end of the para- 
graph in which the disputed books are enumerated, 


1 In treating of the Eusebian Ca- 
non, I can only give the conclusions 
at which I have arrived. The best 
separate essay on it which I know is 
that of Liicke (Berlin, 1816), which 
is not however by any means free 
from faulis. 

3 Thus under different aspects the 
same book may be differently de- 


Canonicity (4. £. vi. 13). 
419, n. 4. 

Origen once adopts a triple divi- 
sion of books claiming Apostolic au- 
thority somewhat different (Comm. 
in Foan, Xl. 17): ......dberagovres 
wept rou BiBrlov [ro xnpuvyuaros IIé- 
Tpov] wérepéy wore yvnowy cor 7 
yb60oy  yuxrov—a genuine work, a 


See p. 


scribed. The first Epistle of Cle- 
ment for instance is called acknow- 
ledged, when the question of genuine- 
ness only is at issue (Euseb. 1. Z. 111. 
16, 38); but disputed, with regard to 


spurious work falsely inscribed with 
St Peter’s name, or a work contain- 
ing partly true records of St Peter's 
teaching, partly spurious additions 
to it. 


421 


Chap. i. 


cence 


Three classes 
of books dis- 
tinguished 
in tt, of 
which the 


second class 
ts in su ’- 
divided tnlo 
two others. 
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clearly state that they were all included under one com- 





prehensive title. Yet it does not therefore follow that 
all the books included in the second class were on the 
same footing ; for.on the contrary this class itself is sub- . 
divided into two other classes, containing respectively 
such books as were generally though not universally 
recognised, and such as Eusebius pronounced to be 
Spurious, that is deficient in one or other of the marks 
'of an acknowledged book. There are traces even of a 
| further subdivision ; for this latter class again is made up 
of subordinate groups, determined, as it appears, by the 
common character which fixed their position: the first 
group, containing the Acts of Paul, the Shepherd, and : 
the Apocalypse of Peter, was not genuine; the second, 
containing the Epistle of Barnabas’ and the Doctrines 
of the Apostles, was not Apostolic. And if this view ; 
be correct the ambiguous statement as to the Apocalypse 
becomes intelligible, because it was undoubtedly a gent- 
ine work of John; and if that John were identical with 
the Apostle, then it satisfied both the conditions requ- 
site to make it an acknowledged book: otherwise, like 
the letter of Barnabas, it was spurious”. 


1 In speaking of Barnabas the 
companion of St Paul Eusebius takes 
no notice of the Epistle, and he no- 
where attributes it to him (#4. £Z. 1. 
19; It. 13 VI. 13). Cf. p. gof. 

2 Though Eusebius does not here 
use the word amdxpudos, yet as he 
elsewhere applies it (4. Z. Iv. 22 ad 
jin.) to the books fabricated by here- 
tics, it will be well to trace its mean- 
ing briefly : 

i. The original sense is clearly 
set apart from sight as distinguished 
from the simple 4idden (xpuwros), the 
notion of separation or removal bein 
brought prominently forward. Cf. 
Sirac. xl. 12 (9g): Ovydrap warpl 
awéxpupos aypurvia. Gen. xxiv. 43 


(Aq.); Dan. xi. 43 (Theod.); Col. 
3; Mark iv. 22; Luke viii 17! 
comp. Matt. xi. 25; xxv. 18; Luke 
a1; 1 Cor. ii. 7; Eph. iii. g; Col» 
26 (aroxpurrecwy opposed to et 
pouv). 

ii. From this sense various othes 
branch out corresponding to the set 
ral motives which may occasion 
concealment. As applied to 
concealment might be caused by 
their , 

(2) Esoteric value, as content 
the secrets of a religion or an at 
Cf. Ex. vii. 11, 22 (Symm.); 
in Pherecydes (quoted by Stephess): 
foxnoe S¢ daurey xrnoduevos Th Hr 
vixwy aroxpupa Pi8Ma, AS such 
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According to this view of the passage then it appears | Chap. +. 
that Eusebius received as ‘Divine Scriptures’ the 
Acknowledged books, adding to them the other books 
in’ our present Canon, and no others, on the authority 
of most writers, with this single exception, that he was 
undecided as to the authorship of the Apocalypse. It 
remains for us to inquire how far this general judgment 
is supported by the isolated notices of the different books 
scattered throughout his writings. 

It will be noticed that in the general summary no 
special mention is made of the Epistle to the Hebrews, 
but in the first quotation it is expressly attributed to 
St Paul; and though Eusebius elsewhere speaks of it as 
among the Disputed books’, numerous quotations prove 
that he regarded it as substantially St Paul’s, even if it 
had been translated by St Luke, or (as he was more 
inclined to believe) by Clement of Rome*. With regard 


Hebrews, 


heretics brought forward writings un- 
der the names of Prophets and Apo- 
stles; cf. Orig. Comm. Ser. in Matt, 
§ 28. 

(8) Mysterious or ambiguous cha- 
- racter, as containing that which spe- 
cially needs interpretation or correc- 
tion from its difficulty or imperfection. 
Cf. Sirac. xxxix. 3, 7 (Xen. Afemor. 
IIf, 5. 143 Comv. Vill. 11) In the 
first sense the word is applied to 
the Revelation by Gregory of Nyssa 
(Orat. in Ordin. suam, 7. I. p. 876, 
ed. Par. 1615): jxovoa rou evaryye- 
Aorov 'Iwayvov év aroxpigas 6 alvl- 
yuaros \éyorros...: and in the other 
commonly to the so-called Apocrypha 
of the Old Testament. Cf. Orig. 
Prol. in Cant. s.f. 

(vy) In the last sense the word 
offered a contrast to dednpocoreupévos, 
and so came to be applied to books 
wholly set aside from the use of the 
Church. Thus it is first used by 
Irenzeus, ¢. Her. 1. 20 (with some 
allusion probably to the claims made 


by the writers of the books; cf. Clem. 
Strom. 1. £5. 69): auu@nrow wxA7O0s 
aroxpudwy Kal vodwy ypapuy ds avrol 
Ex\acay wapepdpovow: Athanas. 
Ep. Fest. (xavovcfoueva, avaywwond- 
peva, awdxpuga); Cyril. Cafech. Iv. 
36. Cf. Schleusner, Lex. Vet. Test. 
and Suicer s.v.3; and Reuss, Gesc&. 
der Heil. Schrift. § 318. 

1H.E. Vi. 13: Kéypnra 8 f[o 
KAnuns]... rats awo rév dyrideyoue- 
yuw ypaday papruplas...xal ris wpos 
‘EBpalous éxcoroAys, rns re Bapy 
cal K\xpevros xal "Tovda. 

3 HE. ut. 38. For his use of . 
the Epistle, see clog. Proph. 1. 20 . 
(ed. Gaisf. Oxf. 1842): 6 awécroXos ° 
...€” Ty wpés ‘EBpalous cuvrdte... 
gnoly’ Hebr. i. §. So #6. IL. 23: 
© Bauydowos ardcrodos’ Hebr. iv. 14. 
c. Marc. de Eccl. Theol. 1. 20: kal 
apxiepéa 32 avroy 6 avros ardcronos 
{Ilavdos] awoxaret Adyeor. Hebr. iv. 
143 ¢ Mare. 1.1. Comm. tn Ps. 
(ed. Montfaucon, Par. 1706) 1. 175 
sq., 248, &c. 
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to the Catholic Epistles, after speaking of the martyrdom 
of James the Just he says’: ‘The first of the Epistles 
‘styled Catholic is said to be his. But I must remark 
‘that it is held to be spurious (vo@evera:). Certainly not 
‘many old writers have mentioned it, nor yet the Epistle 
‘of Jude, which is also one of the seven Epistles called 
‘Catholic. But nevertheless we know that these have 
‘been publicly used with the rest in most Churches’ 
This again is thoroughly consistent with his summary; 
for the allusion to the order of the Catholic Epistles, 
and to their definite number (seven), shews that even 
‘such as were disputed were distinguished from those 
' which he likewise calls disputed when mentioning th 
‘opinions of others, but spurious when expressing his 
lown. It is more important to insist on this testimony, . 
because though Eusebius has made use of the Epistle . 
of St James in many places’, yet I am not aware 
that he ever quotes the Epistle of St Jude, the second 
Epistle of St Peter, or the two shorter Epistles of 
St John’. 

The Apocalypse alone remains ; and with regard to 
this book, the same uncertainty as marks Eusebius 
judgment on its Apostolicity characterizes his use of it, 
though he shews a certain inclination to abide by the 
testimony of antiquity. ‘It is likely,’ he says in one 
place, ‘that the [vision of the] Apocalypse circulated 
‘under the name of John was seen by the second John 
‘{the presbyter], unless any one be willing to believe 
‘that it was seen by the first [the Apostle]‘;’ and he 


1 HALE. WW. 23. p- 446; ¢. Marc. de Eccl. Thea. i. 
2 Comm. in Ps. 1. p. 247: A€yes 26; James ili. 2. 
yoov o lepos "Awéorodos* James v. 13. * On the contrary cf. 7hcophanis, 
36. p. 648: THs ypapns eyolons’ V. 39 (p. 323, Lee). 
Prov. xx. 13; Jamesiv. a1. Cf.36. ‘4 AZ. Ml. 39. 
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lotes it (though rarely in respect of its importance) | "Chap. : 


mply as the ‘ Apocalypse of John’! 


From all this it is evident that the testimony of Eu- Result of the 


pler. 


‘bius marks a definite step in the history of the Canon, 
nd exactly that which it was reasonable to expect from 
lS position. The books of the New Testament were 
ormed into distinct collections—‘a quaternion of Gos- 
pels,’ ‘fourteen Epistles of St Paul, ‘seven Catholic 
Epistles.’ Both in the West and in the East the per- 
ecutor had wrought his work, and a New Testament 
‘ose complete from the fires which were kindled to con- 
ume it. That it rested on no authoritative decision is 
imply a proof that none was needed ; and in the next 
hapter it will be seen that the Conciliar Canons intro- 
uced no innovations, but merely proposed to preserve 
le tradition which had been handed down. 


'Cf. ALE. m1. 18, 29. LEclog. yw "Iwayvov' Apoc. v. 5. No refer- 


opht. 1V. 30: xard roy 'Iwiyvny ence to it occurs however in his 


pe 


oc. Xiv. 6° Cf. 26. 1v.8; Demon- Commentaries on the Psalms and on 


Lv. VIII. 3: xara Thy "Awoxddv- Isaiah published by Montfaucon. 
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CHAPTER II. 
THE AGE OF COUNCILS. 


Non doctrina et sapientia, sed Domini auxilio pax Ecclesia reddits. 
HIERONYMUS. 


O sooner was Constantine’s imagination moved by 

the sign of the heavenly cross (if we may receive 

the account of Eusebius), than he ‘devoted himself to 
‘the reading of the divine Scriptures,’ seeking in them 
the interpretation of his vision’. And in after times he 
continued, at least with outward zeal, the study which he 
had thus begun. If his predecessors ‘had commanded 
‘the Inspired Oracles to be consumed in the flames, he 
‘gave orders that they should be multiplied, and embel- 
‘lished magnificently at the expense of the royal trea- 
‘sury®.’ One of his first cares after the foundation of 
Constantinople, when a ‘great multitude of men devoted 
‘themselves to the most holy Church,’ was to charge 
Eusebius with ‘preparing fifty copies of the divine 
‘Scriptures, of which he judged the preparation and the 
‘use to be most necessary for the purpose of the Church, 
‘written on prepared skins, by the help of skilful artists 
'* accurately acquainted with their craft*’ ‘For this ob- 
1 Euseb. V. C. 1. 32. lowed the conclusions as to the Canon 

2? Euseb, V. C. 11. 1. of the N.T. to which he has given 


3 Euseb. V. C. 1v. 36. In doing expression in his History (see pp. 414 
this Eusebius must naturally have fol- ff.), but no direct evidence on the 
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e adds, ‘orders have been issued to the Governor 
Province to furnish everything required for the 
and authority was given to Eusebius to employ 
iblic carriages for the speedy conveyal of the 
when finished to the Emperor.’ Everything was 
1 to give importance to the commission. And 
-mperor himself set an example to his subjects, 
ig the Bible in his palace’ and ‘giving himself 
the contemplation of the Inspired Oracles’,’ he 
ter able to persuade ‘weak women and count- 
ltitudes of men to receive rational support for 
1 souls by divine readings, in exchange for the 
ipport of the body®’ 


Chap. ii. 


public and private zeal of the Emperor neces- | //# injtu- 


xercised a powerful influence upon the Greek 
The copies of the Greek Bible which he had 
o be prepared were for the use of the Churches 
ew capital, and thus they formed a standard for 
‘tical use. The effects of this were soon seen. 
ference between the Controverted and Acknow- 
‘pistles was done away except as a matter of 
On the Apocalypse alone some doubts still 
1. Some received and some rejected it. But 
| judgment clear and weighty was soon given by 
ius* supported by the prescription of primitive 
In other respects the New Testament Canons 
us and Athanasius coincide, and thenceforth the 
was practically decided. 


ag the great controversies which agitated the | Tt Serip- 


*en preserved. Itis there- added as an Appendix like the Alex- 
in whetherthe Apocalypse andrine Apocrypha of the Old Testa- 
ed in Constantine’s Bible ment. 
ie later evidence from the ?} Euseb. V.C. Iv. 17. 
ches of the East points 2? Euseb. De Laud. Const. xvii. 
stinctness to its omission % See p. 448. 

though it may have been __ 


ure the rule 
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Chap. ii, | Church throughout his reign Constantine—‘ appointed 
of'contr~ | “by God as bishop in outward matters’’—remained faith- 
ful to the same great principle of the paramount autho- 
rity of Scripture. A historian of the Council of Nicza 
represents him as closing his address to the fathers 
| assembled there in memorable words. ‘Let us cherish 
Rs and forbearance,’ he says, ‘for it would be truly 
‘disastrous that we should assail one another, partict- 
‘larly when we are discussing divine matters, and pos 
'*sess the teaching of the most Holy Spirit committed 
eto writing ; for the books of the Evangelists and Apo- 
| ‘stles and the utterances of the ancient Prophets clearly 
| ‘instruct us what we ought to think of the Divine Na- 
I‘ture. Let us then banish strife which genders contet- 
|‘tion, and take the solution of our questions from the 
|‘inspired words*’ Though we may admit that this 
| specch is due to the pen of the historian’, it is thoroughly 
consistent with phrases in Constantine’s letters which 
are of unquestioned authenticity. Thus he charges Arius 
with teaching ‘things contrary to the inspired Scriptures 
‘and the holy faith,’ which faith was ‘in truth the exact 
|‘expression of the Divine Law‘ | 
Holy Scrip- The criterion laid down by Constantine was also 
ates. acknowledged by the leaders of the conflicting parties 


thoritative |. ° ° 

both sides |in the Church. Alexander was bishop of Alexandria at 
uring the ‘. os 2 ° 
Avian con- |the time when the opinions of Arius, ‘a presbyter in 
froversy, on 


other occa- |‘ the city entrusted with the interpretation of the divine 


sivns, and | 








1 Euseb. V. C. Iv. 24. Cf. IIci- quotes 1 Tim. iii. 16 as 8 égpavepihs, 
Inichen, Zxc. in loc. which would be very remarkable ia 
. 3 Gelas, //ist. Conc. Nic. 1. 7. an Eastern writer (Ast. 11. 23). Dr 
Theodor. H.£. 1. 7. Abbot informs me (referring to 
3 Gelasius states (Pref.) that his Berriman, Crit. Diss. on 1 Tim. ih 
work was composed during the per- 16, Lond. 1741, pp. 180 ff.) that foot 
secutions of Basiliscus (475 A.D.). Vatican MSS. of Gelasius read & 
Photius has criticized the book, cc. édavepwOn. 
15,88. Gelasius, in the printed text ‘4 £9. Const. ap. Gelas. Hist. Com 
, of the Councils (Migne, 85. 13004), Mic. 11.27. Socr. #. &.1. 6, 
6 
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Scriptures’,’ first gained notoriety. He convened a 


synod of many bishops of his province, by whom Arius 
vas condemned from the ‘testimony of the divine Scrip- 
tures ;’ and among other passages which Alexander 


\uoted, there occur several from the Epistle to the He-— 


mews (as the work of the Apostle Paul) and one from 
he second Epistle of the ‘blessed John’.’ Arius on the 
ther hand, when sending a copy of his Creed to the 
“mperor, adds: ‘this is the faith which we have reccived 
from the holy Gospels, according to the Lord’s words, 
as the Catholic Church and the Scriptures teach, which 
we believe in all things: God is our Judge both now 
and in the judgment to come®.’ The followers of Arius 
epeated the assertion of their master; and though some 
f them held the Epistle to the Hebrews to be uncano- 
ical, that opinion was neither universal among them, 
or peculiar to their séct*. 

The discussions which took place at Nica were in 
ccordance with the principle thus laid down, if the his- 
ory of Gelasius be trustworthy®. Scripture was the 


1 Theodor. H. £. 1. 2. 


3 Ep. Alex. ap. Gclas. //ist. Cone. Goths (Philostorg. 11. p. §). 


fc. 11.3 (Socr. H.£. 1. 3). Hebr. 

3; xill. 8; ii. 10. 2 John 11. 
@also £p. Alex. ap. Theodor. H. £. 
| @ (Mansi, Conctl. 11. p. 14): ovp- 
aeva ‘your rov'ros Bog xal 0 pe-yado- 
eeroraros Ilavdos ddoxwy wepl avrov’ 
Lebr. i. 2. 

¥ Ep. Arii ad Const. Imp. (ap. 
Sansi, Comcil. 11. p. 464. Lid. Par. 


1). 
_* Theodor. Pref. Ep. ad Iifcbr. 
-piph. //zr. LXIX. 37. 

The famous Gothic Version of 
' LPHILAS, who is generally reputed 
» have been an Arian, contained 
all the Scriptures, except the books 
af the Kings,’ which were omitted 
cause they contained a history of 


Senensis however says : omnes divi- 
nas Scripturas in Gothicam linguam 
a se conversas tradidit et catholice 
explicavit (Massmann, p. 98). The 
version as it stands at present is 
clear and accurate, and shews no 
trace of Arianism (Massmann, a. a. 
O.). A great part of the Gospels 


and Pauline Epistles has been pub- ! 


lished: the former chietly from the 


on se SS 7 


wars likely to inflame the spirit of the | 
Sixtus - 


Codex Argenteus at Upsal; the latter ; 


from Italian Manuscripts. At pre- 
sent no traces of the Acts, the Catho- 
lic Epistles, or the Apocalypse, have 
been discovered. A supposed refer- 
ence to the Epistle to the Hebrews is 
of doubtful cogency. 


5 fist. Cone. Nic. I. 


13—23. 


o f =m. 


429 





Chap. ii. 


Matt. xxvili, 
1Qe 


at the gene- 

ral Cosncil 

uf Nira. 
325 A.D. 
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source from which the champions and assailants of the 
orthodox faith derived their premises; and among 
other books, the Epistle to the Hebrews was quoted as | 
written by St Paul, and the Catholic Epistles were re 
cognised as a definite collection’. 


But neither in this 


nor in the following Councils were the Scriptures them- 


selves ever the subjects of discussion. 


They underlie 


all controversy, as a sure foundation, known and in- 


moveable’, 


Mansi, Coacti. 11. 175—223. Phe- 
badius (c. 359 A.D.) asserts the same 
fact. 

1 Gelas. Hist. Conc. Nic. 11. 19: 
xaOus gyno xal 6 TatXos ro oxevos 
rns éxdoyns rots ‘EBpalas ypadwr* 
Hebr. iv. 12. 16. év xaOodxais "Tw- 
dyyns 0 evayyedorns Bog’ 1 John iii. 
6. Cf. 11.22, For the Epistle to 
the Hebrews see also Sozom. //. £. 
I, 23. 

* Jerome (Pref. in Fudith, 1. p. 
1169) says: Quia hunc librum syn- 
odus Niczena in numero sanctarum 

' scripturarum legitur computasse, ac- 
quievi postulationi tuze (to translate 
it). No reference to the book of 
Judith occurs in the records of the 

‘ Council, as far as I am aware, and it 

: can be only to some casual reference 

. that Jerome alludes. 

| The holy Gospels were placed in 
the midst of the assembled fathers at 
Chalcedon, but though it is commonly 

| stated that it was so at Niczxa alsv, I 
know of no proof of the circumstance. 

The contents of the three great 

: MSS. of the Greek Bible, —the Alex- 

| andrine (A), the Vatican (B), the 

‘ Sinaitic (S)—which belong to this 
period may be noticed here, so far 

‘as the books of the New Testament 

‘ are concerned. 

| oy. The Alexandrine MS. has a 

' table of contents, of which the por- 

| tion with which we are concerned is 

| as follows : 


| The New Testament: 


Gospels, 4. (according to Matthew 
... Mark... Luke...John); 

Acts of Apostles ; 

Catholic Epistles, 7 (Fames, 1,2 Pe 
ter, 1, 2, 3 Fohn, Fude); 

Epistles of Paul, 14 (Romans... 
2 Thess., Hebrews, 1 Tim. ... Pht 
lem.) ; 

Apocalypse of Fokn ; 

Clement's Epistle, 1; 

Clement's Epistle, 2. 

Together...? Books. 

Psalms of Solomon, xviii. 

From the arrangement of the books 
in the Old Testament, the insertion 
of the Epistles of Clement, and the 
omission of the Shepherd, it seems 
likely that this MS. represents a 
Syrian judgment. 

2.: The Vatican MS. ends Hebrees 
ix. 14. Up to that point it contains 
the same books of the New Test: 
ment as are enumerated in the Cat 
logue of the Alexandrine MS. and in 
the same order (but compare p. 37! 
n. 1); and it is impossible to sv 
what other books were originally in- 
cluded in it. 

3. The order in the Sinaitic MS. 
is different. This contains: 

Four Gospels (Matthew, Mark, 
Luke, John) ; 

Fourteen Epistles of St Paul (Ro 
mans...a Thess., Hebrews, 1 Tim... 
Philem.) ; 

Acts ; 

Seven Catholic Epistles (Fame, 
1, 2 Peter, 1, 2, 3 Fokn, Fude); 


{Past 
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nons set forth by the Synods which followed 
| Council at Nicza, at Gangra in Paphlagonia, 

in Syria, at Sardica in Thrace, and at Car- 
: chiefly directed to points of ritual and disci- 
so that in the last Canon of the Synod at 
s said: ‘ To speak briefly, we desire that what 
handed down to us by the divine Scriptures 
Apostolic traditions should be done in the 


it Synod at which the books of the Bible were 
subject of a special ordinance was that of 
n Phrygia Pacatiana; but the date at which 
was held, no less than the integrity of the 
question, has been warmly debated. In the 
of Canons the Council of Laodicea stands 
it of Antioch, and this order is probably cor- 
arguments which have been urged to shew 
s prior to the Council of Nicza are on the 
tle moment, and the mention of the Photinians 
nth Canon, no less than the whole character 
stions discussed, is decisive for a later date’. 
confusion of names offers a ready excuse for 
ry opinion. Gratian® states that the Laodi- 
ns were mainly drawn up by Theodosius; 


f Fokn ; Version of Isidore, but it is contained 
arnabas ; in the Greek Text and in the Version 
‘d (a fragment). of Dionysius Exiguus. Phrygia was 


w has called my atten- 
t that the arrangement 
hews that the Shepherd, 
esin the Old Testament, 
; a separate section of 
id therefore perhaps as 
to the more generally 


not divided into different provinces 
till after the Council of Sardis, hence 
the title—Phrygia Pacatiana—points 
to a date later than 344 A.D. Cf. 
Spittler, Werke, vitt. 68 (ed. 1835). 

3 Grat. Decr. Dist. XVI. c. 1: 
[Synodus] sexta Laodicensis, in qua 
atres xxxii. statuerunt Canones LXI. 
sic ed. 1648; Lx111. ed. Antv. 1573) 
quorum auctor maxime Theodosius 
episcopus exstitit.- -- 


5. 

yp. D. xXx. 

wgr. Can. XXI. f. 

- is omitted in the Latin 
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, and Theodosius (Theodotus or Theodorus, for the name 
| is variously written) was bishop of Laodicea #2 Syria at: 
| the time of the Council of Nicza. But the statement of 
. Gratian really points to a very different conclusion; ‘or 
| Epiphanius mentions another Theodosius bishop of Phil 

adelphia', who is said to have convened a Synod in the 

time of Jovian for the purpose of condemning certain 
| irregular ordinations’, and his position coincides admir- 
, ably with that of the author of our Canons. Intemal 
| evidence also supports their identification ; nor is it any 
objection that this Theodosius was an Arian, for th 
Canons are chiefly disciplinary, and such as could be 
‘ratified by orthodox councils; and at the same time 
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| that fact explains the omission of all reference to the 
; Nicene Canons, which would otherwise be strange’. 
The date of the Synod of Laodicea (which was m 
fact only a small gathering of clergy from parts df 
| Lydia and Phrygia‘) being thus approximately affixed, 
‘the question of the integrity of the last Canon, whic 
contains the catalogue of the books of Holy Scripture, 


‘remains to be considered. 


1 Epiph. Har. LXXII1. 26. 

2 Philostorg. VIII. 3, 4. 

3 Cf. Pagi, Crit. ad Baron. Ann. 
314, XXV.; Baron. Off. Tom. VI. 
(ed. 1738). On the omission of the 
book of Judith from the Old Testa- 
ment Canon, said to have been re- 
cognised by the Nicene Council, cf. 
previous page, note 2. 

Beveridge fixes the date of the Sy- 
nod about the same time (365 A.D.), 
and supposes that it was summoned 
in consequence of letters from Valen- 
tinian, Valens, and Gratian (Theo- 
dor. H.£. 1v.6), to the bishops dcor- 
xyoews "Aciavys, Ppvylas, Kapodpu- 


——_— Ee 


the Councils the Catalogue stands as an undisputed pat: 
of the Greek text, and the whole Canon reads as follows: 















In the printed editions o 


ylas, Ilaxarcayqs, urging them ® 
hold a Synod on some who had bea 
reviving the Homoousian controvem 
and also on the choice of men of # 
proved faith for the episcopate (Pa 
Can. Il. 3, p. 193). 

4 Gratian (/.¢.) says it conssel 
of ‘xxxii. fathers.’ Harduin 
a different version of Gratian’s stat 
ment from a Parisian Manuscript d 
Isidore: Laodicensis synodus, in 
Patres vigintt guatuor statuerant 
nones LIX., quorum auctor maxim, 
Theodosius episcopus exstitit, sa 
scribentibus Niceta, Macedonio, Amr 
tolio, et czeteris, 
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‘Psalms composed by private men (iSswtexovs) must 
it be read (AéyeoOac) in the Church, nor uncanonical 
cavovora) books, but only the Canonical [books] of 
e New and Old Testaments, 


‘How many books must be read (avayiwwwoxec Bar) 5 


‘Of the Old Testament: 1. The Genesis of the World. 
‘The Exodus from Egypt. 3. Leviticus. 4. Numbers. 
Deuteronomy. 6. Jesus the Son of Nun. 7. Judges. 
uth. 8. Esther. 9. Kings i. ii. 10. Kings iii. iv. 
. Chronicles i. ii. 12. Esdras i. ii. 13. The Book of 
alms cl. 14. The Proverbs of Solomon. 15. Eccle- 
istes, 16. The Song of Songs, 17. Job. 18. xii. 
‘ophets. 19. Esaias. 20. Jeremiah. Baruch. La- 
entations, and Letter. 21. Ezechiel. 22. Daniel. 
ogether xxii. books.’ 

‘Of the New Testament: Four Gospels, according 
Matthew, Mark, Luke, John. The Acts of the 
dostles. Seven Catholic Epistles thus: James i. 
ter i. ii. John i. ii. iii, Judei. Fourteen Epistles 
Paul thus: to the Romans 1. To the Corinthians 
ii. To the Galatians i. To the Ephesians i. To 
2 Philippians i. To the Colossians i. To the Thes- 
onians i. ii. To the Hebrews i. To Timothy i. ii. 
» Titus i. To Philemon i.’’ 

Of this Canon the first paragraph is recognised as 
uine with unimportant variations by every authority; 
second, the Catalogue of the Books itself, is omitted 
rarious Manuscripts and versions; and in order to 
ve at a fair estimate of its claims to authenticity, 


ill be necessary to notice briefly the different forms | ed 


f. App. D. The Canons are both these paragraphs combine them 
sly numbered, but the oldest together as the Lixth Canon. Cf. 
est authorities which contain Spittler, a. a. O. 72. 


Cc. ¥¥ 


How far tts 

claims to 

authenticity 

ave support- 
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in which the Canons of the ancient Church have beet 
preserved’. 

The Greek Manuscripts of the Canons may b 
divided into two classes, those which contain the simple 
text, and those which contain in addition the scholia 
of the great commentators. Manuscripts of the second 
class in no case date from an earlier period than the end 
of the twelfth century, the era of Balsamon and Zonaras, 
the most famous Greek canonists. Yet it is on ths 
class of Manuscripts, which ‘contain the Catalogue m 


earliest Manuscript of the first class with which I am 
acquainted is of the eleventh century, and one is as late 
as the fifteenth. The evidence on the disputed pare 
graph which these Manuscripts afford is extremely inter- 
esting. Two omit the Catalogue entirely. In another 
it is inserted after a vacant space. A fourth contains tt 
on a new page with red dots above and below. Ina 
fifth it appears wholly written in red letters, Thre 
others give it as a part of the last Canon, though headed 
with a new rubric. In one it appears as a part of the 
59th Canon without interruption or break; and in two 
(of the latest date) numbered as a new Canon’. It's 


1 The authenticity of the Cata- and Catalogue of Scripture. _ 
logue has been discussed at consider- 2 The Manuscripts with which ! 
able length by Spittler (Sadm¢/, am acquainted are the org | 
Werke, viii. 66 ff. ed. 1835), whose (a) Cod. Barocc. (Bibl. Bod).) # 


essay: was published in 1776, and (7), Ssec. xi. ineuntis. 
again by Bickell (Stud. «. Krit. 1830, Cod. Misc. (Bibl. Bodl.) 17 
pp. 591 ff.). The essay of Spittler (t2), seec. xiv. xv. 


seems to me to be much superior to These omit the Canon altogethet. 
that of his successor in clearness and (8) Cod. Barocc. (Bibl. Bodl.) 183 


wideness of view. Spittler regards (18), seec. xi. exeunus 
the Catalogue as entirely spurious ; Gives the Canon afer * 
Bickell only allows that it was want- vacant space. 
ing in some very early copies of the Cod. Vindob. 56, sxc. x! On 
Canons, and supposes that it may a new page with red 
have been displaced by the general above and below ( 


reception of the Apostolic Canons P- 595). 





III.] THE SYNOD OF LAODICEA. 


impossible not to feel that these several Manuscripts 
mark the steps by which the Catalogue gained its place 
in the present Greek text; but it may still be questioned 
whether it may not have thus regained a place which it 
had lost before. And thus we are led to notice some 
versions of the Canons which date from a period ante- 
rior to the oldest Greek Manuscripts. 

The Latin version exists in a threefold form. The 
earliest (Versio Prisca) is fragmentary, and does not 
contain the Laodicene Canons. But two other versions 
by Dionysius and Isidore are complete’. In the first of 
these, which dates from the middle of the sixth century, 
though it exists in two distinct recensions, there is no 
trace of the Catalogue. In the second, on the contrary, 
with only two exceptions, as far as I am aware, the 
Catalogue constantly appears. And though the Isido- 
rian version in its general form only dates from the ninth 
century, two Manuscripts remain which are probably as 
old as the ninth century, and both of these contain it’. 
So far then it appears that the evidence of the Latin 
versions for and against the authenticity of the Cata- 


Cod. Seld. (Bibl. Bodl.) 48 158 (23), sec. xv. Asa 
(10), seec. xiii, All in red new Canon. 
letters. Cod. Arund., (Brit. Mus.) 533, 
(y) Cod. Baroce. (Bibl. Bodl.) 196 soec. xiv. As anew Canon, 
(16), anno MXLII exaratus. but all rubricated. 
Cod. AMfisc. (Bibl. Bodl.) 206, Bandini (A26/. Laur. 1. pp. 72, 397, 
sxc. Xl. excuntis, 477) notices several other Manu- 


Cod. Cant. (Bibl. Univ. Ee. 4. scripts which contain the Catalogue. 


29. 22), sec. xii. The Manuscripts marked by italics |. 


These three give the Catalogue are now I believe quoted on this 
under a rubric 8¢a—diad7xns, but not question for the first time; and for 
as a new Canon. the account of all the Bodleian Ma- 

(6) Cod. Laud. (Bibl. Bodl.) 39 nuscripts I am indebted to the kind- 

(21), sxc. xi. ineuntis. As ness of the Rev. H. O. Coxe. 

part of Canon 59. 1 In the account of the Latin ver- 
Cod. Baroce. (Bibl. Bodl.) 205 sions I have chiefly followed Spittler, 

(18), sec. xiv. As a new a.a. O. o8ff. Cf. Bickell, 601 ff. 


Canon. 2 on p. 11g. CA Bickel, 
p. 


Cod. Baroce. (Bibl. Bodl.) 


¥¥F 2 


2. The Vere 


sions: 
Lat:n and 


‘ 
X 
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Chap. ii, | logue is nearly balanced, the testimony of Italy cot 
fronting that of Spain. 
Syriac. The Syriac Manuscripts of the British Museum are 


however more than sufficient to turn the scale. Three 
Manuscripts of the Laodicene Canons are found in that - 
collection, which are as old as the sixth or seventh cet- . 
tury. All of these contajn the fifty-ninth Canon, but | 
without any Catalogue. And this testimony is of two | 
fold value from the fact that one of them gives a di- 
ferent translation from that of the other two’. 


3. System- Nor is this all: in addition to the direct versions of 
ran ment | the Canons, systematic collections and synopses of them 
Caneai were made at various times, which have an importast 


bearing upon the question. One of the earliest of these 
¢. 5804.0. | was drawn up by Martin bishop of Braga in Portugal 
the middle of the sixth century. This collection cot- 
tains the first paragraph of the Laodicene Canon, wit 
out any trace of the second; and the testimony whicht 
offers is of more importance, because it was based on a 
examination of Greek authorities, and those of a vey 
early date, since they did not notice the Councils of Cot 
stantinople, Ephesus, and Chalcedon, which were it 
s784.v, | cluded in the collection of the fifth century* Johannes 
Scholasticus, a presbyter of Antioch, formed a digest f 
Canons under different heads about the same time, at 
this contains no reference to the Laodicene Catalogue 
but on the contrary the list of Holy Scriptures is takea 


1 The Manuscripts are numbered tion at Paris which contained te 
14,526; 14,528; 14,529. All of Laodicene Canons twice, once 
them contain 59 Canons. For the and once without the Catalogue (» 
examination of these Manuscripts 592). ag 
T am indebted to the kindness of Mr * Mart. Brac. Fvef.: Incipio 
T. Ellis of the British Museum. Canones ex orientalibus antiquore® 

The Arabic Manuscript in Rich’s patrum Synodis a venerabili Mart 
collection (7207) is only a fragment. ipso vel ab omni Bracarensi 
Bickell consulted an Arabic transla- excerpti vel emendati. 
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from the last of the Apostolic Canons. The Momo-| (har i 
canon 1s a later revision of the work of Johannes, and 
contains only the undisputed paragraph; but in a third 
and later recension the Laodicene and Apostolic Cata- 
logues are both inserted. 
On the whole then it cannot be doubted that ex- The Cate- 


ogue not an 


ternal evidence is decidedly against the authenticity of roan ne 
the Catalogue as an integral part of the text of the | “+t ofthe 
Canons of Laodicea, nor can any internal evidence be | “#nons, but 
brought forward sufficient to explain its omission in 

Syria, Italy, and Portugal, in the sixth century, if it had 

‘ been so. Yet even thus it is necessary to account for 

* its insertion in the version of Isidore. So much is evi- 

. dent at once, that the Catalogue is of Eastern and not 

_©f Western origin; and, except in details of order, it 

@grees exactly with that given by Cyril of Jerusalem. 

Is it then an unreasonable supposition that some early 

Copyist endeavoured to supply, cither from the writings 

of Cyril, or more probably from the usage of the Church 

" which Cyril represented, the list of books which seemed 

to be required by the language of the last genuine 

; Canon? In this way it is easy to understand how some | an early ad- 
Manuscripts should have incorporated the addition, while cueneege 
©thers preserved the original text; and the known ten- 

: @ency of copyists to make their works full rather than 

’ Pure, will account for its general reception at last. 

The later history of the Laodicene Canons does not | 746 ister 
». throw any considerable light on the question of the au- the Laoh- 
i: thenticity of the Catalogue’. Though they were origin- seca 
aally drawn up by a provincial (and perhaps unorthodox) 





1 It is commonly supposed that tinian by a special ordinance ratified 

_ She Laodicene Canons were ratified not only the Canons of the four gene- 

@i the Councilof Chalcedon(451A.D.): ral Councils, of which that of Chal- 

enc. Chale. Can. 1. But the word- cedon was the last, but also those 
Sng of the Canon is very vague. Jus- which they confirmed. \ 
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Synod, they were afterwards ratified by the Eastem 
Church at the Quinisextine Council of Constantinople. 
But nothing can be concluded from this as to the ab 
sence of the list of the Holy Scriptures from the copy of 
the Canons which was then confirmed. The Canons of 
the Apostles were sanctioned at the same Council; and 
though a special reservation was made in approving 
them, to the effect that the Clementine Constitutions, 
which they recognized as authoritative, were no longer 
to be received as Canonical, on account of the interpola- 
tions of heretics, no notice was taken of the two Clemen- 
tine epistles which were also pronounced Canonical at 
the same time’. It is then impossible to press the varia- 
tions between the Apostolic and Laodicene Catalogues 
as a conclusive proof that they could not have been 
admitted simultaneously*. The decision of the Cound 
contained a general sanction rather than a detailed judg- 
ment. And this is further evident from the differences 
between the Apostolic and Carthaginian Catalogues 
which were certainly ratified together®. So again ata 


1 Concil. Quintsext.Can.XxI. The 
Catalogue of the books of Scripture 
in the last Apostolic Canon is cun- 
ous; but as a piece of evidence it is 
of no value. It was drawn, I believe, 
from Syrian sources, and probabl 
dates from the sixth century. Cf. 
App. D. 

4 Though the Catalogues differed 
in other respects, they coincided in 
omitting the Apocalypse. Cf. App. D. 

3 The later history of the Canon 
in the Greek Church, which accepts 
the decrees of the Quinisextine Coun- 
cil, shews that the ratification of 
these earlier Councils was not sup- 
posed to fix definitely (which indeed 
it could not do) the contents of Holy 
Scripture. Cyril Lucar (Confess. 3) 
proposed to admit ‘such books as 
‘were recognized by the Synod at 


‘Laodicea, and by the Catholic and 
: A sdeiaar Church,’ but he adds to 
the New Testament ‘the A 

‘of the beloved.’ There ie Cae 
logue of the books of Si a 
the Orthodox Confession, bat the 
Apocalypse is quoted in it (Qaes. 14) 
and as ‘ Holy Scripture’ (Qsest. 
At the Synod of Jerusalem (A.D. 16 
Cyril was condemned for ‘ rejectiag 
‘some of the books which the hoy 
‘and cecumenical Synods had & 
‘ceived as Canonical.’ but no charge 
is brought against him for adding 
them, so that in this case the Cs 
thaginian and not the Laodicene Ce 
paloene was the standard of referent? 
for the New Testament (Act. Syne. 
Hieros. XVI. p. 417, Kimmel). Ia 
the confession of Dositheus the Greet 
Church is said to receive ‘all the 
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later time the Laodicene Catalogue was confirmed by a 
Synod at Aix-la-Chapelle in the time of Charlemagne, 
and gained a wide currency in the Isidorian version of the 
Canons. There is however no evidence to shew that there 
was on this account any doubt in the Western Churches 
as to the authority or public use of the Apocalypse. 
But though no argument can be drawn against the 
authenticity of the Catalogue from the ratification of the 
Laodicene Canons at Constantinople, that fact leaves the 
preponderance of evidence against it wholly unaffected. 
The Catalogue may have been a contemporary appendix 
to the Canons, but it was not I believe an integral part 
of the original conciliar text. 


It is then necessary to look to the West for the first i, Tike third 
synodical decision on the Canon of Scripture. Between CanruaGi 


the years 390 and 419 A.D. no less than six councils were 
held in Africa, and four of these at Carthage. For a 
time, under the inspiration of Aurelius and Augustine, 
the Church of Tertullian and Cyprian was filled with a 
new life before its fatal desolation. Among the Canons 
of the third Council of Carthage, at which Augustine 
was present, is one which contains a list of the books of 


of Nazianzus, Amphilochius, and 
Johannes Damascenus, but no refer- 
ence is made to the Laodicene Canon 
(Kimmel, 11. 105 f.). At the Synod 


‘books which Cyril borrowed from 
‘the Laodicene Council, with the ad- 
‘dition of those which he called... 
*‘ Apocryphal’ (Kimmel, p. 467. Cf. 


Proleg. § 11 on the Latin influence 
supposed to have been exercised on 
these documents). In the Confes- 
sion of Metrophanes Critopulus the 
Canon of the dia Testament is iden- 
tical with the Hebrew, that of the 
New Testament with our own, so 
that there are ‘thirty-three books in 
‘all, equal in number to the years of 
‘the Saviour’s life.’ The Apocrypha 
is there regarded as useful for its 
mora] precepts, but its canonicity is 
denied on the authority of Gregory 


of Constantinople a general reference 
is made to the different Catalogues 
in the Apostolic Canons and in the 
Synods of Laodicea and Carthage 
(Kimmel, 11. 225). In the Cate- 
chism of Plato and in the authorized 
Russian Catechism the Old Testa- 
ment is given according to the He- 
brew Canon. On the other hand, 
the authorized Moscow edition of 
the Bible contains the Old Testa- 
ment Apocrypha arranged with the 
other books (Reuss, § 338). 
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Holy Scripture. ‘It was also determined,’ the Canon 
reads, ‘that besides the Canonical Scriptures nothing be 
‘read in the Church under the title of divine Scriptures. 
‘The Canonical Scriptures are these: Genesis, Exodus 
‘Leviticus, Numbers, Deuteronomy, Joshua the son of 
‘Nun, Judges, Ruth, four- books of Kings, two books 
‘of Paraleipomena, Job, the Psalter, five books of Solo 
‘mon, the books of the twelve Prophets, Isaiah, Jere- 
‘miah, Ezechiel, Daniel, Tobit, Judith, Esther, two books 
‘of Esdras, two books of the Maccabees. Of the New 
‘Testament: four books of the Gospels, one book of the 
‘Acts of the Apostles, thirteen Epistles of the Apostle 
‘Paul, one Epistle of the same [writer] to the Hebrews, 
‘two Epistles of the Apostle Peter, three of John, one of 
‘James, one of Jude, one book of the Apocalypse o 
‘John. Then follows this remarkable clause: ‘Let this 
‘be made known also to our brother and fellow-priest 
‘ Boniface, or to other bishops of those parts, for the put- 
‘pose of confirming that Canon, because we have received 
‘from our fathers that those books must be read in the 
‘Church.” And afterwards the Canon is thus continued: 
‘Let it also be allowed that the Passions of Martyrs be 
‘read when their festivals are kept’.’ 

Even this Canon therefore is not altogether free from 
difficulties. The third Council of Carthage was held in 
the year 397 A.D. in the pontificate of Siricus; and 
Boniface did not succeed to the Roman chair till th 
year 418 A.D.; so that the allusion to him is at first sight 
perplexing. Yet this anachronism admits of a reasot- 
able solution. In the year 419 A.D., after the confirma 
tion of Boniface in the Roman episcopate, the Canons 
of the African Church were collected and formed into 


1 Cf. App. D. 
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one code. In the process of such a revision it was per- 
fectly natural that some reference should be made to 
foreign churches on such a subject as the contents of 
Scripture, which were fixed by usage rather than by law. 
The marginal note which directed the inquiry was suf- 
ered to remain, probably because the plan was never 
‘arried out; and that which stood in the text of the 
yeneral code was afterwards transferred to the text of 
he original Synod’. 

At this point then the voice of a whole province 
ronounces a judgment on the contents of the Bible; 
ind the books of the New Testament are exactly those 
vhich are generally received at present. But in making 
his decision the African bishops put aside all notions of 
tovelty. Their decision had been handed down to them 
ny their fathers; and to revert once again from Churches 
o men, our work would be unfinished without a general 
eview of the principal evidence on the Canon furnished 
by individual writers from the beginning of the fourth 
entury. Nothing indeed is gained by this for a critical 
nvestigation of the subject; for the original materials 
tave been all gathered already. But it is not therefore 
he less interesting to trace the local prevalence of an- 
ient doubts, and the gradual extension of the Western 
anon throughout Christendom. 

Turning towards the Eastern limit of Christian litera- 
ure we find the ancient Canon of the Peshito still domi- 
ant at Antioch, at Nisibis, and probably at Edessa’. 

The voluminous writings of Chrysostom, who was at 
rst a presbyter of Antioch and afterwards patriarch of 
-onstantinople, abound in references to Holy Scripture; 


1 Fhe Carthaginian Catalogue of that of ‘fourteen Epistles of Paul’ 
e Books of Scripture is found in instead of the strange circumlocution 
e Canons of the Council of Hippo given above (Conc. Hipp. 36). 

19 AD.). But mention is made in # Cf. supr. p. 241. 
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he is indeed said to have been the first writer who gave | 


the Bible its present name ta BiBrla, The Books’; but 
with the exception of one very doubtful quotation from 
the second Epistle of St Peter*, I believe that he has 
nowhere noticed the four Catholic Epistles which are 
not contained in the Peshito, nor the Apocalypse’. It 
is also in accordance with the same Version that he 
attributed fourteen Epistles to St Paul, and received the 
Epistle of St James ‘the Lord’s brother’ with the first 
Epistles of St Peter and St John*. A Synopsis of 
Scripture which was published by Montfaucon under the 
name of Chrysostom exactly agrees with this Canon, 
enumerating ‘as the books of the New Testament, four- 
‘teen Epistles of St Paul, four Gospels, the book of 
‘the Acts, and three of the Catholic Epistles®.’ Theo- 
dore, a friend of Chrysostom and bishop of Mopsuestia 
in Cilicia, wrote commentaries on fourteen Epistles of 
St Paul; and his remaining fragments contain several 
quotations from the Epistle to the Hebrews as St Paul's’ 


But Leontius of Byzantium 


1 Suicer, 7hesaurus, s.v. Comp. 
p- 182. 

* Hom. in Foan. 34 (al. 33), VIII. 
p- 230, ed. Par. nova; 2 Pet. ii. 22 
(Prov. xxvi. rr). It may be added 
that there is a clear reference to 
2 Pet. ii. 16 in a fragment attributed 
to Eusebius of Emesa, Ofuscula, p. 
189 (Augusti). 

Though Chrysostom nowhere 
quotes the Apocalypse as Scripture, 
he must have been acquainted with it. 
Suidas (s. v. "Iwayvns) says: déxeraz 
3¢ 6 Xpucdcropos xal ras émcorodds 
avrou Tras Tpeis xal rnv ’Awroxd\uyu, 
If this be true, it is a singular proof 
of the inconclusiveness of the casual 
evidence of quotations. Reuss (p. 188) 
quotes as from Chrysostom ray éx- 
KAnovafouévwr ov raw droxpipwy yey 
9 «porn émicroky’ Thy yap deuré- 


wniting at the close of the 


pay xal rplrnv ol warépes dwrocarol- 
gover. (Opp. Vi. 430); but the words 
are not his though contemporary with 
him. 

4 It is however very well wort 
notice that PALLADIUS, a friend of 
Chrysostom, in a dialogue which be 
composed at Rome on his life, has 
expressly quoted the Epistle of St 

ude and the third Epistle of St 
Johs, and makes an evident allusion 
to the second Epistle of St Peter. 
Dial. ce. 18, 20 (ap. Chrysost. Og 
T. XI. pp. 68C; 79D; 68C). 

5 Cf. App. D. 

6 Comm. in Zachar. p. 542 (ed. 
Wegnern, Berl. 1834), ovs éxpy ai- 
oxuvOnvat yoov Tov paxaplou [lathe 
Thy puvyy...Hebr. i. 7, 8. Cf. Ebed 
Jesu, ap. Assem. Bibl, Or. UL 3% 
3. 


a. - ; ; ; ; | | ; ZZ | | | | a 
t 
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a ee = ee 


‘'y states that he rejected ‘the Epistle of 
the following Catholic Epistles,’ by which 
bably understand that he received only the 
‘d first Epistles of St Peter and St John’. 
nothing is directly known of his judgment 
alypse, it is at least probable that in respect 
lowed the common opinion of the school to 
‘longed. Once again: Theodoret, a native 
nd bishop of Cyrus in Syria, used the same 
rysostom, and has nowhere quoted the four 
istles or the Apocalypse’. 
an African bishop of the sixth century, has 
full and accurate account of the doctrine on 
are taught in the schools of Nisibis in Syria, 
Divine Law was regularly explained by 
ers, like Grammar and Rhetoric.’ He enu- 
he acknowledged books of the New Testa- 
‘perfect authority ;’ and adds to these the 
he Hebrews as St Paul’s, though he places 
Pastoral Epistles. ‘Very many (quamplu- 
ays, ‘add to the first Epistles of St Peter 
1 five others, which are called the Canonical 


ie Apostles, that is: James, 2 Peter, Jude, 


P] 


iM... 


‘As to the Apocalypse of John, there 


able doubt among Eastern Christians’...’ 


iat Cosmas Indico- 
Severian of Gabala 
Pp. p. 135, Venet. 
‘ds of Leontius are: 

iuse he rejected the 
TH Te olua. TOU pe- 
‘wy émicrodny kal Tas 
roxnpurres xaoXKas. 
@ xara THs wahaas 
, Tv Mapxlwvos éfy- 
G@\N See xal ward 
wicac0a Wa 7 rep- 


” KaTd& Tou ayilou 


wvevparos aywela (adv. intorrupt. et 
Nestor. § 14. Migne, LXXXVI. p. 
1365). Kihn interprets the words 
ras ins xaOoXxds as I have done; 
Theodor. uv. Mopsuestia, § 55. 

2 Cf. Liicke, Comm. ub. Joh. 1. 
348. A Commentary on the Gos- 
pels attributed to Victor of Antioch 
contains references to the Epistle to 
the Hebrews, and te the Epistles of 
St James and the first of St Peter. 
Cf. Lardner, II. c. 122. 

* The passages are given at length 
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At a very much later period Ebed Jesu, a Nestorian 
bishop of Nisibis in the thirteenth century, has left a 
catalogue of the writings of the New Testament at the 
commencement of his summary of ecclesiastical litera- 
ture. This catalogue exactly agrees with that of the 
Peshito, including fourteen Epistles of St Paul, and : 
‘three Catholic Epistles ascribed to the Apostles in | 
‘every Manuscript and language;’ and it contains no 
allusion to the other disputed books’. 

The testimony of Ephraem Syrus is unfortunately’ 
uncertain. For while he appears to use all the books of 
our New Testament in his works, which are preserved 
only in Greek, 1 am not aware that there is in the 
original Syriac text more than one quotation of the 
Apocalypse, and perhaps an anonymous reference to 
the second Epistle of St Peter’. 

Johannes Damascenus, the last writer of the Syrian 
Church whom I shall notice, lived at a time when the 
Greek element had gained a preponderating influence 
in the East, and his writings in turn are commonly a- 
cepted as an authoritative exposition of the Greek faith 
The Canon of the New Testament which he gives? cor 
tains all the books which we receive now, with the ad- 
dition of the Canons of the Apostles. This singular 
insertion admits of a satisfactory explanation from the: 
fact that the Apostolic Canons were sanctioned by th 


in App. D. For Junilius’ view of ‘for the Gospel and Apocal d 
the Canon | in connexion with that of ‘ John, fein apn Evangelist’ (> 
the Antiochene School generally, see sem. ib/. Ortent. 111. 15). 
Kihn a. a. O. §8§ 375 ff. Kihn con- * Ephr. Syr. Opp. Syrr. Il P 
cludes that Junilius gives the Canon 332C: Vidit in Apocalypsi sua 
of Theodore. hannes librum pees et 

1 Cf. App. D. It is very remark- lem et septem sigillis munitum.. : 
able that Ebed Jesu takes no notice 11. p. 342: Dies Bonini for est ( 
of the Apocalypse, since he mentions 2 Pet. iii. 10). Cf. Lardner, Pt. &. 
after a short interval among the c. 102. 
works of Hippolytus ‘an Apology #% Cf. App. D. 





] GREGORY OF NAZIANZUS. 445 


linisextine Council, and their Canonicity might well | ©? 
‘m a true corollary from the acknowledgment of their 
slesiastical authority’. 

The Churches of Asia Minor, which are now even i The a 
re desolate than the Churches of Syria, had lost little | Asia Miner. 
their former lustre in the fourth and fifth centuries. 
doctrinal tendency they still mediated between the 
ist and the West. And this characteristic appears in 
eof two catalogues of the books of the New Testa- 
snt which have been preserved among the works of 
egory of Nazianzus*. After enumerating the four The cata- 
spels, the Acts, fourteen Epistles of St Paul, and iy Ganson 
ren Catholic Epistles, Gregory adds: ‘In these you | sus and dy 
ave all the inspired books; if there be any book be- |'* 3*9*™ 
des these, it is not among the genuine [Scriptures] ;’ 

d thus he excludes the Apocalypse with the Eastern 

urch, and admits all the Catholic Epistles with the 

estern®, The second Catalogue which bears the name 

Gregory is commonly (and I believe rightly) attri- 

ted to his contemporary Amphilochius bishop of | Asruio- 
nium. This extends to a greater length than the 

mer. Beginning with the mention of the four Gospels, 

the Acts of the Apostles, and of fourteen Epistles of 

Paul, it then continues: ‘but some maintain that the 

pistle to the Hebrews is spurious, not speaking well ; 

r the grace [it shews] is genuine. To proceed: what 

mains? Of the Catholic Epistles some maintain that 

e ought to receive seven, and others thrée only, one 





The Canons of Carthage were between the Laodicene and Apo- 
ied by the Quinisextine Council stolic Catalogues. Cf. p. 434. 

rell as those of the Apostles and  * Both these Catalogues are given 
aodicea. But the reservation in in App. D. 

Carthaginian decree on the Ca- 3% Cosmas of Jerusalem, a friend 
cal Books makes the discrepancy of Johannes Damascenus, gives the 
reen that and the Apostolic Ca- same Catalogue (Credner, Geschichte 
me less remarkable than that d, V. 7. Kanon, p. 227), 
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‘of James, and one of Peter, and one of John....The 


‘Apocalypse of John again some reckon among [the 
‘Scriptures]; but still the majority say that it is spuri- 
‘ous. This will be the most truthful Canon of the in- 
‘spired Scriptures.’ | 

The extant writings of Gregory do not throw much 
additional light on his views of the Canon. Though he 
admitted the Canonicity of the seven Catholic Epistles, 
he does not appear to have ever quoted them by name, 
and I have only found one or two anonymous references 
to the Epistle of St James’. But on the contrary he 
once makes an obvious allusion to the Apocalypse, and 
in another place refers to it expressly with marked re- 
spect*, This silence of Gregory with regard to the dis- 
puted books, though he held them all to be Canonical, 
at least with the exception of the Apocalypse which he 
does quote, explains the like silence of Gregory of Nyssa, 
and of his brother Basil of Czsarea. Basil refers only 
once to the Epistle of St James, and once to the Apo- 
calypse as the work of the Evangelist St John*® And 
Gregory twice refers to the Apocalypse as a writing of 
St John, and a part of Scripture; but makes no allusion 
to the disputed Catholic Epistles*. All these fathers 
however agree in using the Epistle to the Hebrews as an 
authoritative writing of St Paul®, 


1 Greg, Naz. Or. XXVI. § (p. 475); his evidence (//1st. du Canon, 177). 
James ii. 20. Cf. Or. XL. 45. > Basil. Const. Monast. 26 (Ep.& 

3 Greg. Naz. Or. XXIX. p- 536; James); adv. Eunom. i. 14 (Apo 
Apoc. i. 8. Cf. Or. xL. 45; Apoc. lypse). 
i. 7. Jb. Tom.1. p. §16c (ed. Par. 4 rvs Nyss. Or. 1 Ordin. suam, 
1609): mpos S¢ rods épeoruvras ayyé- 1. p. 876 (ed. Par. 1615): qxouga rw 
Nous, weiPouas yap adAous GAAns wpo- evayyehorou ‘Iwdyvou éy aroxpugas 
orareiy éxxAnolas ws Twayyns o:da- (in mysterious words) wpds rods Te- 
oxee pe cd THs axoxadipews... The ovrous 80’ alvlyyaros \éyorros... Apoc. 
Apocalypse was probably in Grego- iii. 15. Adv. Apoll. 37 (Gallandi, V1. 
ry’s opinion excluded from public §70D): rns ypapys o Aébyos (Apoc.} 
use inthe Church. Thisis also the 5° The works attributed to Cese- 
interpretation which Reuss places on rius (Gallandi, v1.) are not the works 
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But whatever may have been the doubts as to the 
zanonicity of the Apocalypse which were felt in Asia 
Minor at the close of the fourth century, they wholly 
lisappeared afterwards. Andrew bishop of Czsarea at 
he close of the fifth century wrote a Commentary on it, 
wefacing his work with the statement that he need not 
tempt to prove the Inspiration of the book, which was 
ittested by the authority of Papias, Irenzeus, Methodius, 
Hippolytus, and Gregory the Divine (of Nazianzus’), 
Arethas, who is supposed to have been a successor of 
Andrew in the see of Czsarea, composed another Com- 
nentary on the Apocalypse, and adds the name of Basil 
0 the list of the witnesses to its Canonicity given by 
Andrew’. 

In speaking of the Churches of Syria I omitted to 
lotice that of Jerusalem because it was essentially Greek. 
~yril, who presided: over it during the middle of the 
ourth century, has left a catalogue of the books of the 
New Testament in his Catechetical Lectures which he 
composed at an early age®. In this he includes all the 
x0oks which we receive, with the exception of the Apo- 
salypse ; and at the close of his list he says: ‘ But let all 
the rest be excluded [from the Canon, and be accounted] 
in the second rank. And all the books which are not 
read in the Churches, neither do thou [my scholar] read 
by thyself, as thou hast heard.’ Epiphanius bishop of 
-onstantia (Salamis) in Cyprus was a contemporary and 
sountryman of Cyril. In his larger work against heresies 
te has given casually a Canon of the New Testament, 


€ the brother of Basil, but evidently 


Rell. Sacr. 1. p- 1s. 
to a later age. 


ey contain ? Cramer, Ecum.et Aretha Comm. 


eherencestoSt James(p.5 D; p. 100), 
» 2 Peter (Ilérpos 6 KAewdovxos rs 
ageXelas TWwWY ovpaywy, p. 36 A), and 
ithe Apocalypse (p. 19 E). 

3 Proleg. ad Comm. in Apoc. Routh, 


in Apoc. p. 174, ap. Routh, /.c. p. 41. 
Yet the words o é» aylois Baotdetos 
are wanting in one Manuscript. 


ARETHAS., 


iii, The 
Church of 
Jerusalem. 
CyriL. 
31§—386A.D. 


EPiIrpHANIUS, 
t 403 A.D. 


3 Cyr. Catech. IV. 33 (al. 22); cf. 


App. D. 


‘ 
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exactly coinciding with our own’; and though he else- 
where mentions the doubts entertained about the Apo- 
calypse, he uses it himself without hesitation as part of 
‘the spiritual gift of the holy Apostle’ 

The Church of Alexandria remained true to the judg- 
ment of its greatest teacher. Athanasius in one of his 
Festal Epistles has given a list of the books of the 
New Testament,—‘ the fountains of salvation,’—exactly 
agreeing with our own Canon. In addition to these he 
notices other books, and among them the Teaching of 
the Apostles and the Shepherd, as useful for young 
converts, though they were not included in the Canon. 
The Apocryphal books—the forgeries of heretics—form 
a third class. But Athanasius takes no notice of any 
difference of opinion as to the acknowledged and disputed 
books: in his judgment both alike were Canonical’ 
Cyril of Alexandria and Isidore of Pelusium at the 
beginning of the fifth century made use of the same 
books without any addition or reserve. Somewhat ear- 
lier Didymus published a commentary on the seven 
Catholic Epistles, though he states that the second 
Epistle of St Peter ‘was accounted spurious, and not in 
the Canon, though it was publicly read‘;’ and he quoted 





1 Epiph. Her. LXxvi. §. App. D. 

2 Epiph. Her. LI. 35: O aytos 'Iw- 
dyyns dia Tou evayyeAlou xal rw éme- 
orokdy xal rns ’"Aroxadiwews éx Tov 
avrov xaplouaros Tou aylou peradé- 
Swe. Cf. 15. 3. 

3 Athanas. Zp. Fest. Tom. 1. 767, 
ed. Bened. 1777. Cf. App. D. The 
Epistle was written in 367. There 
is not the least reason to believe that 
this Canon was designed as a protest 
against the Canon of Eusebius. It 
was indeed nothing more than the 
old Alexandrine Canon. The Cata- 
logue of the Books of Scripture con- 


tained in the Synopsis Sacra Scrip- 
‘ura appended to the works of Atha- 
nasius is probably of much later date. 
It contains all the books in our New 
Testament. Credner (Zur Geschichte 
d. K. 129 ff.) supposes that it was 
written not earlier than the roth cen 
tury, and based upon the Stichometry 
of Nicephorus. Cf. p. 450, n. 2. 

‘ Did. Alex. p. 1774 ed. Migne 
(cf. Liicke ad loc.): Non est igitur 
ignorandum presentem i 
esse falsatam (ws vofevera:, Euseb. 
Hf. E. u. 23, of ‘the Epistle of & 
James), qus licet publicetur (&yse- 
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as has been already seen*, Euthalius published an 
m of th2 fourteen Epistles of St Paul and of the 
Catholic Epistles, with the help of the Manu- 
s which he found in the library of Pamphilus at 
rea‘, 
fter the foundation of Constantinople the new 
il assumed in some degree the central position of 
Rome; and Rome became more clearly and deci- 
the representative of the Western Churches. The 
=h of Constantinople, like that of Rome in early 
, was not fertile in great men. Strangers were 
‘ted to the imperial court, but I do not remember 
‘cclesiastical writer of Constantinople earlier than 
‘horus and Photius in the ninth century. Chry- 
n was trained at Antioch. Cassian had lived in 
‘ine, Egypt, and Gaul, as well as at Constanti- 
Leontius, even if he were a Byzantine by birth, 
‘rained in Palestine, and probably was a bishop of 


IS. 


» Fuseb. 7c.) non tamen in 
est (ovK évdi:dOnxos dori, Eu- 


EE. UI. 3). 
Ps, xxiii. 10 éy rq 'Iwayvou 
upye. J/n Ps. 1. 21. 


Pp. 3948qq. There is no evi- 
» shew what the judgment of 
is was on the Apocalypse. 
iMAS INDICOPLEUSTEFS, an 
rian of the sixth century, 
merchant and afterwards a 
as Jeft a curious work On 
ld, in which among other 
ms he gives some account of 
y Scriptures (see App. D). 
nerates the four Gospels, the 
urteen Epistles of St Paul, 
r that the Epistle to the He- 
‘as originally written in He- 
d translated into Greek by 
or Clement. His account 


Cassian’s works contain quotations from all 


of the Catholic Epistles is obscure 
and inaccurate. After answering an 
objection to one of his theories which 
might be drawn from 2 Peter iii. 12, 
he proceeds to say that the Church 
has looked upon them as of doubtful 
authority, that the Syrians only re- 
ceived three, that no commentator 
had written upon them. Ile says 
particularly that Irenzeus only men- 
tioned two, evidently mistaking Eu- 
seb, H.£. Vv. 8. Cosm. Indic. de 
Mundo, VU. p. 138, ap. Anal. Pp. 
Venet. 1781. In the works of Dio- 
NySIuS, falsely called the A rcopagite, 
which probably belong to the begin- 
ning ot the sixth century, there is a 
mystical enumeration of the books of 
Holy Scripture which includes the 
Apocalypse. De eccles. ter. 111. 4. 
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the Canonical books of the New Testament, except the 


two shorter Epistles of St John; and there is no reason 
to suppose that he rejected these. Leontius has left 
a catalogue of the Apostolic writings, ‘received in the 
‘Church as Canonical, identical with our own’. A cata 
logue of the books of Scripture, with the addition of 
the number of verses in each book (Stichometria), is 


appended to the Chronographia of Nicephorus*, This — 
contains all the books of the New Testament, with the : 
exception of the Apocalypse, as ‘received by the Church 


‘and accounted Canonical ;’ but the Apocalypse is placed 
among the disputed writings, together with the Apo- 
calypse of Peter, the Epistle of Barnabas, and the Gospel 
according to the Hebrews*. So far then the Canon of 
Nicephorus coincides with that of Gregory, of Cyril, and 
of Laodicea, and it is probable that he borrowed it as tt 
stands from some earlier writer. Photius again, who 
lived a little later than Nicephorus, takes no notice of 
the Apocalypse, though he certainly received all the 
other writings of the New Testament. And at a siill 
later time it cannot be shewn that either GEcumenius ia 
Thessaly or Theophylact in Bulgaria looked upon the 
Apocalypse as Apostolic; but with this partial excep 
tion the Canon of Constantinople was complete am 
pure’, | 


1 Cf. App. D. 

2 Credner has examined the. Sti- 
chometry of Nicephorus (cf. App. D) 
in connexion with the Festal Letter 
of Athanasius and the Synopsis Sa- 
cre Scripture (Zur Gesch. dw K. 


§ 3). 
) I have followed the text of Cred- 
ner, a. a. O. p. 121. 

4 Two later writers of the Greek 
Church deserve menticn as w.tness- 
ing to the current belief of their 
times. NICEPHORUS CALLISTI a 


monk of Constantinople, who wrote 
an Ecclesiastical History about 133 
A.D., enumerates all the books of te 
New Testament as we receive 

‘Seven Catholic Epistles,’ he 7% 
‘the Church has received of old tm 
‘(dyw0ev), and reckons them moe 


‘certainly (ds m@kocra) among the: 


‘books of the New Testament... Th 
‘ Apocalypse we know to have beet 
‘handed down to the Church. Th 


‘books besides these are spanow- 


‘and falsely named’ (H.E. U. 4s} 





III.] YEROME. 


In the Western Churches the doubts as to the Epistle 


to the Hebrews continued to reappear for some time. 
Isidore of Seville in reviewing the books of the New 
Testament says that the authorship of the Epistle was 
considered ‘doubtful by very many (fplerisque) Latin 
‘Christians on account of the difference of style’’ But 
this doubt was rather felt than declared ; and its exist- 
ence is shewn by the absence of quotations from the 
Epistle, rather than by any open attacks upon its autho- 
rity. It is not quoted I believe by Optatus of Milevis 
(Mileum) in Africa, by Phoebadius or Vincent of Lerins 
in Gaul, nor by Zeno of Verona’*. Hilary of Rome and 


Pelagius wrote Commentaries on thirteen Epistles of! 


St Paul; but though they did not comment on the 
Epistle to the Hebrews, both speak of it as a work of 
the Apostle*, But the doubt as to the Epistle to the 
Hebrews was the only one which remained‘, and the influ- 





ence of Jerome and Augustine did much to remove it. 
It was indeed impossible that the revised Latin 
Version of Jerome should fail to mould insensibly the 


LEO ALLATIUuS (t+ 166g), keeper of 
the Vatican Library in the time of 
Alexander VII., says that ‘in his 
‘time the Catholic Epistles and Apo- 
‘calypse were received as true and 
‘genuine Scripture, and publicly 
‘read throughout all Greece like the 
‘other Scriptures.’ Fabr. Br6/. Gr. 


v. App. p. 38. 
1 Isid. Proem. §§ 85—109 (V. 155 
sq: ed. Migne). Cf. App. D. 


Pacian has been quoted as omit- 
ting all mention of the Epistle, but 
in fact he quotes it as St Paul’s. 
Pac. Zp. 11. 13: Apostolus dicit... 
et iterum...Hebr. x. 1. 

3 Pelag. Comm. in Rom. i. 17 
(Hieron. Opp. x1. 649, ed. Migne): 
Sicut et ipse ad Hebrzos perhibens 
dicit... Hilar. Comm. in 2 Tim. i.: 
Nam simili modo et in epistola ad 


Hebrzos scriptum est. Ambr. Off. 
V. p. 411 (ed. 1567). 

* At the Synod at Toledo (671 
A.D.) a special decree was made 
affirming the authority of the Apo- 
calypse: Apocalypsin librum multo- 
rum conciliorum auctoritas et syno- 
dica sanctorum przsulum Romano- 
rum decreta Johannis evangelist 
esse scribunt, et inter divinos libros 
recipiendum constituerunt: et quia 
plurimi sunt qui ejus auctoritatem 
non recipiant, eumque in ecclesia 
Dei pradicare contemnant ; si quis 
eum deinceps aut non receperit, aut 
a Pascha usque ad Pentecosten mis- 
sarum tempore in ecclesia non pri- 
dicaverit, excommunicationis senten- 
tiam habebit (Concil. Tol. Iv. 17). 
These doubts are not I believe ex- 
pressed by any Latin father. 


GG 2 


Chap. ii. 
vi. The 
Churche: of 
the West. 
Doxbts as to 
the Epistle 
to the He- 
brews. 
¢ 636 a.b. 


C. 370 A.D. 


t ¢. 390 A.D. 
C. 435 A.D. 


The testi- 
smnony of 
JEROME. 


THE AGE OF COUNCILS. 






and Jude, he says, gained 


time, having been at first disputed’; and he explains 


1 Cf. App. D. In his treatise 
On Hebrew Names Jerome enume- 
ratcs all the books of the New Tes- 
tament in order, except the second 
Epistle of St John, which contains 
no name. The editions mark the 
names from the third Epistle (Dio- 
trephes, Demetrius, Gaius) as_be- 
longing to the second. Cf. p. 384, 
n.1. At the end, after noticing the 
Apocalypse, Jerome explains some 
names in the Ffistle to Barnabas. 
This book was written about 390 A.D. 
The treatise On [/lustrious Afcen was 
written in 392 A. D. 

3 Hieron. £f. ad Dard. CXXIX. 3 
(414 A.D.): [lud nostris dicendum 
est hanc epistolam qua inscribitur 
ad Hebraos non soluin ab ecclesiis 
orientis sed ab omnibus retro eccle- 
siasticis Graeci sermonis scriptoribus 
quasi Pauli Apostoli suscipi, licet 
plerique eam vel Barnabze vel Cle- 
mentis arbitrentur ; et nihil interesse 
cujus sit, cum ecclesiastici viri sit et 
quotidie ecclesiaruin lectione cele- 
bretur. Quod si cam Latinorum 
consuetudo non recepit inter scriptu- 
ras Canonicas, nec Grecorum qui- 
dem ecclesiz Apocalypsin Joannis 
eadem libertate suscipiunt; et tamen 
nos utramque suscipimus, nequaquam 
hujus temporis consuetudinem sed 
veterum scriptorum auctoritatem se- 


judgment of the Western Churches. 
well read in earlier fathers, was familiar with the doubts 
which had been raised as to some of the books of the 
New Testament, but in his letter to Paulinus, as well as 
in many other places, he clearly expresses his own con- 
viction of the Canonicity of them all’. 
the Epistle to the Hebrews and the Apocalypse, he pro- 
fessed ‘to be influenced not so much by the custom of 
‘his own time, as by the authority of the ancients, and 
‘so he received them bath?’ 





[Part 





Jerome, who was 


With regard to 





The Epistles of James 
authority in the course of 


quentes, qui plerumque utriusqe 
abutuntur testimoniis, non ut inter 
dum de apocryphis facere solest 
quippe qui et gentilium litteraru® - 
raro utantur exemplis, sed quasi L& 
nonicis et ecclesiasticis. This vey 
clear and important passage shews 
that when Jerome speaks of the 
‘Epistle to the Hebrews as not reck- 
‘oned among St Paul’s’ in his letter 
to Paulinus (394 A.D.), we must SP 
pose that the doubt applies to the 
authorship and not to ihe Canonicky | 
of the writing. The distinct and é& 
cisive reference to ancient and cot 
stant (adutuntur) testimony for th 
two disputed books deserves art 
ful attention. Cf. Comm. in Eph 
ad intt. 

3 De Virr. Ill. 2: Jacobus qui s 
pellatur frater Domini...unam & : 
tum scripsit epistolam, que de 
tem Catholicis est, qua et ipsa #. 
alio quodam sub nomine ejus edit 
asseritur, licct paulatim tempore pre 
cedente obtinuerit auctoritatem. 

De Virr. Il, 4: Judas frater Je. 
cobi parvam bl de septem : 
cis est epistolam reliquit. Et qe 
de libro Enoch qui Apocryphes 
in ea assumit testimonium, a 
que rejicitur, tamen auctoritatem 
tustate jam et usu menuit et mle 
sanctas scripturas computatur. 





Wy 


the different styles of the first and second Epistles of 
St Peter by the supposition that the Apostle was forced 
to employ different ‘interpreters’ in writing them’. The 
first Epistle of St John was universally received; but 
the two others, he adds, evidently quoting some earlier 
writer, are claimed for John the presbyter’. 


YEROME. 


Besides 


the Canonical writings of the New Testament Jerome 

Notices many other ecclesiastical and Apocryphal books, 

but he never attributes to them Canonical authority’. 
The testimony of Jerome may be considered as the | end of the 


testimony of the Roman Church; for not only was hej, ¢ 


educated at Rome, but his labours on the text of Scrip- 
ture were undertaken at the request of Damasus bishop 
of Rome; and later popes republished the Canon which 


he recognised. Both Innocent‘ and Gelasius® pronounced 
all the books of the New Testament which we now re- 
Canonical. 


€eive, and these only, to be 


1 Hieron. Quast. ad Hedib. 11. (1. . 


1002, ed. Migne): Habebat ergo 
us} Titum interpretem (2 Cor. 

13, 13); sicut et beatus Petrus 
Marcum, cujus evangelium Petro 
marrante et illo scribente compositum 
est. Denique et duz epistole que 
eruntur Petri stylo inter se et cha- 
Wactere discrepant structuraque ver- 
m. Ex quo intelligimus diversis 
am usum interpretibus. Cf. de Virr. 
if.1: Scripsit [Petrus] duas Episto- 
Ras que Catholice nominantur ; qua- 
Mum secunda a plerisque ejus esse 
Megatur propter styli cum priore dis- 
@onantiam. Sed et evangelium juxta 
m, qui auditor ejus et interpres 

Fuit, hujus dicitur. Libri autem e 
= unus Actorum ejus inscribitur, 
Evangelii, tertius Praedicationis, 

= oi Apocalypseos, quintus Judi- 
Ei [i.¢. the Shepherd of Hermas], in- 
— apocryphas scripturas repudian- 
Scripsit [Johannes] unam episto- 
...quz ab universis ecclesiasticis 


And the judg- 


et eruditis viris probatur. Reliquz 
autem duz...Johannis presbyteri as- 
seruntur. It will be observed that 
Jerome appeals simply to e and 
to the opinion of competent scholars, 
and not to any formal decision upon 
the Canon. 

3 Cf. App. B. 

4Innoc. ad Exsuperium Tolos. 
Cf. App. D. The authenticity of 
this decretal however is very ques- 
tionable. 

5 Credner (Zur Gesch. de K. § iv.) 
has examined at great length the | 
triple recension of the famous decre- | 
tal On Lcclesiastical Bovks. His 
conclusion briefly is that (1) In its 
original form it was drawn up in the 
time of Gelasius, c. 500 A.D. (2) It 
was then enlarged in Spain, c. 500— 
700 A.D. (3) Next published as a 
decretal of Hormisdas (Pope 514— 
§23 A.D.) in Spain, with additions. 
(4) And lastly variously altered in 
later times. Credner, a. a. O. s. 153. 
Cf. App. D. 
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ment which was accepted at Rome was current through- 
out Italy. Ambrose at Milan, Rufinus at Aquileia’, 
and (with some reserve) Philastrius at Brescia*, confirm 
the same Canon’. 

The influence of Augustine upon the Western Church 
was hardly inferior to that of Jerome; and both con- 
bined to support the received Canon of the New Testa- 
ment*. Yet even in respect to this their characteristic 
differences appear. Jerome accepted the tacit judgment 
of the Church as a whole, and before that laid aside his 
doubts. Augustine, while receiving as Scripture the 

‘same Apostolic writings as Jerome, admitted that the 
partial rejection of a book detracts from its authority* 
| He thus extended to others a certain freedom of judg- 
ment, and even exercised it himself. It is very pro 


468—‘tc. 560 A.D.), chief minister of 
Theodoric, in his treatise De /nstix- 
tione Divinarum Litterarum gives 
three Catalogues of the Holy Scrip- 
tures: (1) according to Jerome, (3) 
according to Augustine, (3) accord- 
ing to the ‘ancient translation.’ In 
the two former the Canon of the New 
Testament of course agrees with oar 
own. Inthe last he omits the two 
shorter Epistles of St John, but the 
evidence of Cod. D has been brought 
forward to shew that they were in- 
cluded in the Vetus Latina. Cf p. 
258, and App. D. 

‘ Augustine has Biven a list of the 
books of the New Testament exactly 


1 Ruf. de Symb. Apost. § 36. Cf. 
App. D. ; 
* Philastr. 7/@7. LX., LXXXVIIL, 
LXXxIX. Cf. App. D. It is re- 
| markable that while in the former 
_passage he reckons the rejection of 
_the Apocalypse as a heresy, he does 
not reckon it among the books or- 
‘dered to be read in Church in 
§ ~Lxxxviit. He also omits the 
| Epistle to the Hebrews in that sec- 
' tion, and in the next section he men- 
_ tions the variety of custom as to its 
‘use. 

3 LucIFER of Cagliari (+ 370 A.D.) 
in Sardinia quotes most of the books 
of the New Testament, including the 


— --_-_ 


| 


Epistle to the Hebrews: Paulus di- 
cit ad Hebraos...Hebr. iii. § sqq. 
(Lucif. de non Conv. c. Her. p. 782 
B, ed. Migne). To the testimony of 
Lucifer may be added that of Faus- 
TINUS one of his followers, who fre- 
quently quotes the Epistle to the 
Hebrews as St Paul’s: Paulus Apo- 
stolus...ait in Epistola sua...Hebr. i. 
13 (de Trin, 11. 13. Cf. #0. IV. 23 
fat. Prec. ad Impp. %7). 
CassiopoRus (or Cassiodorius, b. 


agreeing with our present Canon: & 
Doctr. Christ. U. 12,13. Cf. ‘App. D. 

® Aug. /.¢.2 Tenebit igitur hunc 
modum in Scripturis Canonicis, ut 
eas que ab omnibus accipiuntur Ec 
clesiis Catholicis praeponat eis quas 
quzedam non accipiunt: in eis vero 
quz non accipiuntur ab omnibus 
preponat eas quas plures graviores- 
que accipiunt eis quas pauciores 
minorisque auctoritatis ecclesiz te 
nent. 





II.J 


AUGUSTINE. 






bable that he did not regard the Epistle to the Hebrews 
as St Paul’s; and at least in his later works he sedu- 
lously avoided calling it by the Apostle’s name’. But 
while he hesitated as to the authorship of the Epistle, 
he had no scruples about its Canonicity. And he uses 
all the other books of the New Testament without re- 
serve, alluding only once, as far as I know, to the doubts 
' about the Apocalypse’. 

The Canon of the New Testament which was sup- 
ported by the learning of Jerome and the independent 
judgment of Augustine soon gained universal accept- 
‘ance wherever Latin was spoken. It was received in 
Gaul and Spain, and even in Britain and Ireland. Eu- 
cherius of Lyons in the fifth century, Isidore of Seville 
at the close of the sixth century’, Bede at Wearmouth 
in the seventh century, and Sedulius in Ireland in the 
eighth or ninth century, witness to its reception through- 
out the West. And with the exceptions already noticed, 
all the evidence which can be gathered from other writers, 
—from Prudentius in Spain, and from Hilary, Sulpicius, 
Prosper, Salvian, and Gennadius in Gaul,—confirms 
their testimony. 

From this time the Canon of the New Testament in 
the West was no longer a problem, but a tradition. If 
old doubts were mentioned, it was rather as a display of 
erudition than as an effort of criticism‘ 


1 This is well shewn by Lardner, 
ch. CXVII. 17. 4. The quotations in 
the Opus imperfectum c. Fulianum 
(written at the close of Augustine’s 
life) are conclusive. Julian himself 
quotes the Epistle as the work of 
“the Apostle’ (Aug. c. Ful. II. 40; 
Vv. 2. 33). Augustine in reply uses 
the following circumlocutions : quod 
vidit qui scribens ad Hebrzos dixit 
(1. 48; Iv. 104); Sancta scriptura 
(11. 179)3 sicut scriptum est (111. 38; 


Iv. 76); cum legas ad Hebreeos (111. 
151); illius sacrz auctor Epistole 
(VI. 22). Compare (one of his latest 
works) Enchiridton, c. 8, In Epistola 
ad Hebrzeos, qua teste usi sunt illus- 
tres catholicze regulz defensores... 

9 Serm. CCXCIX.: Et si forte tu 
qui ista [Pelagii] sapis hanc Scrip- 
turam (A xi. 3—12) non acce- 
pisti ; aut si accipis contemnis... 

3 Cf. A 


‘ References are given by Hoty, 
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Chap. ii Three typical examples of the medizval treatment 
Ti js4s- of the New Testament Canon will suffice to shew what 
pirmc .. | was the amount of interest which was felt in it and how 


the interest was ‘satisfied. The first example is taken 
from a short Anglo-Saxon treatise on the New Testa- 
ment written by Alfric, Abbot of Cerne (989 A.D.), and 
afterwards, as it is supposed, Archbishop of Canterbury’. 
‘There are,’ he says’, ‘4. books written concerning Christ 
‘himselfe, one of them wrote Mathew, that followed our 
‘Sauiour, and was one of his disciples, while heere hee 
| ‘liued, and saw his miracles, and after his passion wrote 
| «the, such as came to his mind in this book, and in y* 
‘Hebrew tongue, for their sakes who beleeued on God, 
‘among y° Iewes. And he is the first Euangelist in this 
'*volume. Marke the Gospeller, who followed Peter for 
| ‘instruction, and was his own son begotten in the Lord 
“by his word, he wrote the second booke from the mouth 
‘of Peter, concerning such things as he learned of his 
‘doctrine in y* city of Rome: as he was entreated by the 
‘faithfull there beleeuing in God through eters preach- 
‘ing. Luke the Euangelist wrote the third booke; who 
‘from his childhood followed the Apostles and after 
‘accompanied Paul in his travell and learned of him 
‘the doctrine of the Gospell in sincerity of life: and this 
‘booke of Christ compiled in Achga and in the Greeke 
‘tongue, according as he had learned by y° instruction 
‘of Paul and the other Apostles. John the Apostle 
‘began in Asia, entreated by the Bishops there, to write 
‘and y* in Greeke the fourth book, concerning Christ's 


Credner, and Reuss, Gesch. d. Heil. cerning the Old and New Testament, 
Schr. §§ 328 ff. See also Bible in written about the time of King Ed- 


the Church, chapters VII. IX. gar...London, 1623—republished in 
1 Wright’s Biographia Britannica 1638 under the title Divers Ancient 
Literaria, 1. pp. 480 ff. Monuments in the Saxon Tongue...— 


2 The translation is that given by pp. 24 ff. 
W. L’Isle, A Saxon Treatise con- 


IIl.] ALFRIC. 


‘diuinity : and of the deepe mysteries that were reuealed 
‘ynto him, when he leaned on his louely brest wherin 
‘was hid the treasure of heauen. These be the 4 waters 
‘of one welspring, which run from paradise far and wide 
‘ouer y® people of God. And these 4. Euangelists were 
‘foresignified by the vision of £zechiel. Mathew in mans 
‘shape, Marke in a lions, Lwke in a calfs, and Iohn in an 
‘eagles, for y° mysteries by them signified... 

‘Peter the Apostle wrote two Epistles, but larger 
‘than are read at Masse, which auaile much to the esta- 
‘blishing of Faith, and are reckoned in Canon of the 
‘Bible. So /ames the Iust wrote one Epistle of great 
‘instruction for all men, who obserue any Christianity 
‘in their life. And John y® Euangelist to the honor 
‘of God compiled three Epistles, which are three 
‘bookes full of loue in teaching the people. Judas the 
‘Apostle wrote also an Epistle, not the reprobate 
‘Judas, who betrayed Iesus; but holy /sdas that euer 
‘followed him. And heere are now 7. bookes of this 
‘ranke. 

‘The Apostle Pau! wrote many Epistles: for Christ 
“set him to be a teacher of all sations, and in true since- 
‘rity he set downe the course of life, which the faithfull 
‘ought to hold, who betake themscelues and thetr life 
‘ynto God: fifteene Epistles wrote this one Apostle, 
‘to the nations by him conuerted vnto the faith: which 
‘are large books in the Bible, and make much for our 
‘amendment, if we follow his doctrine, that was teacher 
‘of the Gentiles. He wrote to the Romans one, to the 
‘Corinthians two, and one to the Galathians, and one to 
‘the Ephesians, and one to the Philippians; two to the 
‘Thessalonians, and one to the Colossians, and one to 
‘the Hebreues: two to his owne disciple 7imotheus, and 
‘one to Zitus, and one to Philemon, and one to he 
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‘ Laodiceans: fifteene in all, [sounding] as loud as thun- 
‘der to [the eares of] faithfull people... 

‘Luke y® Euangelist, who was a Physitian while he 
‘liued compiled two books for the health of our soules. 
‘One of them is the Gospell of Christ, the other is called 
‘Actus Apostolorum; that is in English: the Acts of 
‘Apostles, [shewing] what they did while they were 
‘together, and how afterward they trauelled into farre 
‘countries as Iesus had commanded them in his holy 
‘Gospell, that they by their preaching should teach and 
‘conuert all nations to the faith...... 

‘ohn liued here longest of them (the Apostles) all, 
‘and he wrote in his banishment the booke called 
‘Apocalypse, that is, the Reuelatio, which Christ mani- 


f 


i 


‘fested vnto him by vision in spirit, cOcerning ow : 


‘Sauiour himselfe and his Church: as also of doomes- 
‘day and the deuillish Antichrist ; and of the resurrection 


® 
af 


‘to euerlasting life: And this is the last booke of the - 


‘ Bible... 

‘All teachers who take not their doctrine and ex- 
‘amples out of these holy bookes are like those of whom 
‘Christ himselfe thus said: Cacus st ceco ducatum pré- 
‘stet, ambo in foueam cadent :...but such teachers, as take 
‘their examples and doctrine from hence, whether it be 
‘out of the old Testament or the new, are such as Christ 
‘himselfe againe spake of in these words: Ommis scriba 
‘doctus in regno celorum similts est homini patrifamslsas, 
‘gut profert de thesauro suo nova et vetera...... ; 

The history of the Epistle to the Laodicenes* which 
is reckoned by Alfric without hesitation among the 
Epistles of St Paul forms one of the most interesting 
episodes in the literary history of the Bible. The earliest 


1 The text of the Epistle is given (com English Manuscripts in App. E. 
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traces of the existence of the present Epistle are found 
in the sixth century, for there is not the slightest reason 
to connect the existing Latin compilation which from 
that date bears the name with the Greek Epistle to the 
Laodicenes which was current in the second century’, 
In the sixth century the compilation had a wide cur- 
rency. It is found in the Speculum published by Mai, 
and likewise in the Manuscript of the Vulgate at La 
Cava, which contain also the interpolated testimony in 
the Epistle of St John. Towards the middle of the 
same century it was introduced into a Manuscript of the 
Latin New Testament which was corrected by the hand 
of Victor of Capua and is still preserved at Fulda. From 
this time it occurs very frequently in Western Manu- 
scripts of the Bible, as in the great Gothic Bible of 
Toledo (8th cent.), in the Book of Armagh® (written 
A.D, 807), in the so-called Charlemagne’s Bible of the 
British Museum (gth cent.), and in many other magnifi- 
cent copies, as for example the great Bible of the King’s 
Library’, which seem to have been designed for church 
use, 

One important testimony contributed in all proba- 
bility very greatly to the popular estimation of the book. 
Gregory the Great at the close of the sixth century dis- 


g a Ul 
Kpoacww mowvupévy raurys diawrvecy 


1 Canon Murat. App. C. It may 
cai nd Sdws wpoc8dxecOar. Kal yap 


ever be the one which Jerome 


Speaks of in Caéa/. 5: Legunt quidam 
% ad Laodicenses sed ab omnibus 
®xploditur. The only Greek refer- 
tace which can be fairly applied to 
this Latin Epistle is in the Acts of the 
lecond Council of Nicsea (787 A.D.), 
when the circulation of the Epistle of 
be Western Churches was too gene- 
‘al to escape observation even among 
he Greeks. Concil. ii. Nic. Act. V1. 
Tom. v.; Mansi, XIII. 293 (Labbé, 
Il, 475): mpéwor ov dort wayrl 


poriayy wapeyypdrrwy BiBrwy d- 


rov @elov awoard\ov wpds Aaodcxeis 
déperac wracryn émicrod\y Ev rice Bl- 
Bros Tov awocrodou éyxecuévn, Hw ol 
mwarépes nuav awedoxlyacay ws avrov 
a\dorplay* xal ro xara Owpav Man- 
Xaiot wapernyayor evayyéNoy dwrep 
7 Kabodxy éxxA\nola ws adddrptoy 
evoeBws awoorpéperat. 

2 But with the note Sed Airunumus 
cam negat ess¢ Pault, Betham, /rish 
Antiq. Researches, Ui. 263. 

3 Brit. Mus. King’s 1 E vii. vili. 
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tinctly assigned the Epistle to the Apostle Paul, though 
he admitted its uncanonicity. ‘Though he (St Paul) 
‘wrote,’ he says, ‘fifteen Epistles, yet the holy Church 
‘does not hold more than fourteen’’ As an almost 
necessary consequence the positive part of his statement 
was more effectual than the negative limitation of tt 
If St Paul wrote the letter, it could not fail to be prized 
by faithful Christians. Another circumstance which 
favoured the reception of the letter was the supposed 
reference to it in the Epistle to the Colossians. 

To an uncritical age the mere existence of a letter ' 
which bore the name of one known to have been sanc- 
tioned by Apostolic authority was held to be an ade 
quate proof of its own claims to respect. Haymo bishop 
of Halberstadt* gives expression to this simplicity of 
faith in a very modest form: ‘The Apostle enjoins that 
‘the Epistle to the Laodicenes (#.e. the Latin cento) 
‘be read to the Colossians, because, though it is vey 
‘short and not reckoned in the Canon, it still has some 
‘use. A few generations afterwards John of Salisbury 
puts forward the argument based upon the assumed 
reference in the most distinct shape. ‘ Although the 
‘Epistle is rejected by all, as Jerome says, yet it wa 
‘written by the Apostle. Nor is this opinion based 0 
‘the conjecture of others, but confirmed by the test 


1 Gregor. Magn. Aforal, Xxxv. extenditur. Unde et Paulus Apr 
20, 38 (al. 15, 25), 1% Fod, XLIL 16. stolus quamvis epistolas quin 
The reason which Gregory gives for scripserit sancta tamen Ecclesia 08 
the rejection of the Epistle from the amplius quam s ceregancia tenet 
Canon is most instructive and charac- ex ipso Epistolarum numero ose 
teristic. Et recte vita sanctze Ec- deret quod doctor egregius legis ¢ 
clesi multiplicata per decem et evangelii secreta rimatus esset. Why 
quatuor computatur, quia utrumque this special Epistle was rejected t0 
Testamentum custodiens et tam se- render the mystical lesson comple 
cundum legis decalogum quam se- does not appear. 
cundum quatuor Evangelii libros vi-  * Comm. in Coloss. iv. 
vens usque ad perfectionis culmen 
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mony of the Apostle himself, for he mentions it in his 
Epistle to the Colossians..." 

Thus it was that the Apocryphal Epistle passed into 
he early vernacular translations of the New Testament. 
tis said that fourteen editions of one or more German 
fersions were printed before Luther’s time; and it occurs 
nthe first Bohemian Bible (1488)*, It is found also in 
in Albigensian Version at Lyons, where it occupies its 
isual place after the Epistle to the Colossians*®. It was 
not included by Wycliffe in his Bible, but it is found 
added to it in some Manuscripts and in two different 
renderings’. One of these may be given, for though the 
Epistle contains nothing in itself remarkable, the posi- 
tion which it occupies in the history of the Medizval 
Canon invests it with a peculiar interest®. 


‘Here bigynneth the epistle to the Laodicenses, which The Epistle 


‘ts not in the Canon. 


‘Poul apostle, not of men, ne by man, but bi Ihesu 
‘Crist, to the britheren that ben at Laodice, grace to 
‘jou, and pees of God the fadir, and of the Lord Ihesu 
‘Crist. I do thankyngis to my God bi al my preier, 
‘that 3e be dwelling and lastyng in him, abiding the 
‘biheest in the day of doom. For neithir the veyn spek- 
‘yng of summe vnwise men hath lettide 30u, the whiche 
‘wolden turne 30u fro the treuthe of the gospel, that is 
‘prechid of me. And now hem that ben of me to the 
‘profizt of truthe of the gospel, God schal make dis- 

1 Johan. Sarisb. Ef. 143 (ed. 5 The text given is from Forshall 
Migne). and Madden, who likewise print the 

Anger, Der Laodicinerbrief, 152. second version, which is also given 
Ut is not however found in an ear- by Lewis, and after him by Anger /.c. 
lier edition of the New Testament This text is found substantially in 
(1475). eight other copies collated by For- 

Revue de Théologie, Strasb. v. shall and Madden and in the imper- 


135 fect copy taken by Anger from a 
See p. 462, note. Dresden Manuscript. 
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Chap. ii | *seruying, and doyng benygnyte of werkis, and helthe 

‘of cuerlasting lijf. And now my boondis ben open, 
‘which Y suffre in Crist Ihesu, in whiche Y glade and 
‘ioie. And that is to me euerlastyng helthe, that this 
‘same thing be doon by 3oure preirs, and mynystryng 
‘of the Holi Goost, either by lif, either bi deeth. For- 
‘sothe to me it is lijf to lyue in Crist, and to die ioie 
‘And his mercy schal do in 30u the same thing, that 
‘3¢c mown haue the same loue, and that 3¢ be of oo will. 
|* Therfore, 3e weel biloued britheren, holde 3c, and do je 
l‘in the dreede of God, as 3e han herde the presence of 
r me; and lijf schal be to 30u withouten eende. Sotheli 
‘it is God that worchith in 3ou. And, my weel biloued 
|‘ britheren, do 3e without eny withdrawyng what euer 
‘things 3e don. loie 3e in Crist, and eschewe 3e men 
‘defoulid in lucre, either foul wynnyng. Be alle 3oure 
‘askyngis open anentis God, and be ye stidefast in the 
‘witt of Crist. And do 3e tho thingis that ben hool, 
‘and trewe, and chaast, and iust, and able to be loued; 
'*and kepe 3e in herte tho thingis that 3e haue herd and 
| «take; and pees schal be to jou. Alle holi men greten 
| ‘30u weel. The grace of oure Lord Ihesu Crist be with 
‘z0ure spirit. And do 3e that pistil of Colocensis to be red 
‘ “to 30u. 

















‘Here cendtth the pistil to Laodicensis'. 





The progress of thought which brought forth so 
many noble results in the twelfth century added nothing 
to the historic appreciation of the Canon of the Bible. 


Hueco of St 
Victor. | 





———oe 


1 Forshall and Madden, Iv. pp. ‘of the later version, none of which 
438, 439. ‘The Epistle to the Lao- ‘appears to have been written early 
‘diceans was excluded as spurious ‘in the fifteenth century. Another 
‘both by Wycliffe and Purvey. ‘but nearly coeval version of the 
‘Subsequently however it was trans- ‘same Epistle occurs in a single 
‘lated together with its argument ‘copy’ (/d. I. p. xxxii.). 

‘and is found in several Manuscripts 
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ay rather the love of symmetry and completeness 
nich prevailed threatened to decide its contents by 
meral principles of arrangement, yet in such a manner 
+ to leave the line of separation between the Holy 
criptures and other books wavering and undefined. 
lugo of St Victor may be taken as one of the greatest 
‘presentatives of his age, and in him this tendency 
nds a clear expression. ‘AII divine Scripture,’ he says, 
is contained in the two Testaments, that is to say the 
Old and the New. Both Testaments are divided into | 
three separate classes [of books]. The Old Testa- 
ment contains the Law, the Prophets, the Hagiographa. 
The New Testament the Gospel, the Apostles, the 
Fathers...In the New Testament there are in the First 
Class the Four Gospels. In the Second Class there are 
also four Books, the Acts, the fourteen Epistles of 
Paul combined in one volume, the Canonical [2.e. Ca- 
holic] Epistles, the Apocalypse. In the Third Class 
the Decretals hold the first place;...then the writings of 
he holy Fathers...which are numberless. These writ- 
ngs of the Fathers are not however reckoned in the 
ext of the Divine Scriptures, since in the Old Testa- 
nent, as we have said, there are some books which are 
lot included in the Canon and yet are read, as the 
Wisdom of Solomon and the like...In these classes how- 
ver the harmony of both Testaments is most clearly 
een. Because as the Law is followed by the Prophets 
and the Prophets by the Hagiographa, so the Gospel 
is followed by the Apostles and the Apostles by the 
Doctors. And it is a result of the marvellous method 
of the divine dispensation, that while the full and per- 
ect truth is found in the several Scriptures separately, 
io one of them is superfluous’.’ 


Hugo de S. Vict. de Scriptura, 6. The original text is given in App. D. 
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eae: i One more testimony will bring our notice of the 
Wie. Medizval period to a close. This is taken from a letter 
¢.1129—1180 | of John of Salisbury, the secretary and partisan of 
Becket, whose devotion to his master in later times when 

he was raised to the see of Chartres led him to describe 

himself as bishop ‘by the divine favour and the ments 

‘of St Thomas’.’ The letter was written during his 

exile in France for Becket’s cause, and is addressed to 

Henry I. Count of Champagne. Henry, who himself 

took a very active part in the politics of his time, had 

116s—5a.D. | sent a series of questions to John of Salisbury which 
throw a strange light upon the studies of the royal 
statesman. He wished to know what Jerome meant by 

the ‘table of the Sun which was said to have been seen 

‘by Apollonius, and what were ‘centos from Virgil and 

‘Homer, and in the first place of all what John believed , 

to be the number of the books of the Old and New 

| Testaments, and whom he held to be their authors. In 

reply to this John first refers to the treatise of Cassio 

;dorus upon the subject and then continues in mast 
remarkable words: ‘But because my own belief on this 

_‘ subject is questioned, I consider that it is not of much 
|‘importance either to me or to others what opinion be 

‘*held. For whether we hold this opinion or that, it 
‘brings no damage to our salvation. But to indulge i 
‘a fierce controversy on a subject which is either indif 
‘ferent in its result or of little moment is as badas@ 
‘sharp discussion about goats’ wool between friends 
.« Moreover I consider that he rather assails the faith wh0 
‘affirms too confidently that which is not certain, that 
‘fone who abstains from a rash decision and leaves i 
‘uncertainty a subject on which he observes the Fathers 








1 Wright, Biographia Britannica, 11. 235, 
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‘disagree and which he is wholly unable to investigate. 
‘Nevertheless our opinion can and ought to be more 
‘inclined to the side which is supported by all or by the 
‘greater number or the most famous and distinguished 
‘men...Therefore I follow Jerome...who reckons twenty- 
‘two books of the Old Testament divided into three 
‘classes...As for the Shepherd (which he mentions] I do 
‘not know whether it still exists anywhere; but there 
‘can be no doubt about the reference because Jerome 
‘and Beda say that they saw and read it. To these are 
‘added eight volumes of the New Testament, the four 
‘Gospels, fifteen Epistles of Paul embraced in one vo- 
‘lume, though it is a common and almost universal opi- 
‘nion that there are only fourteen, ten to churches and 
‘four to persons, if we must reckon the Epistle to the 
‘Hebrews among the Epistles of Paul, as Jerome ap- 
pears to do...The fifteenth is that which is written to 
‘the Church of the Laodicenes, and though, as Jerome 
“says, it is rejected by all, yet it was written by the 
Apostle...The seven Canonical Epistles in one. volume 
come next; then the Acts in another, and last the 
Apocalypse. And that this is the number of the books 
‘which are admitted into the Canon of the Holy Scrip- 
‘tures is a constant and undoubted tradition in the 
Church, which enjoy such authority with all that 
‘they leave no room for gainsaying or doubt in sound 
‘minds, because they are written by the finger of God.... 
Opinions vary as to the authors, though in the Church 
the opinion has prevailed that they were written by 
those whose names they bear...But why should we 
be anxious, most illustrious Lord, to discuss various 
opinions on the subject, since we are agreed that the 
Holy Spirit is the one author of all Holy Scriptures. 
...lt is as if when you were certain of the writer, 
Cc, WH 
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‘a question was raised about the pen with which the 
‘book was written’.’ 

Thus the strange freedom of the first words of the 
medizval scholar falls back into the devout confession 
of simple faith. Criticism is silent, but in the language 
of natural instinct there is an antagonism of thought 
which is prophetic of future conflict. A desire for liberty 
has to be reconciled with a desire for trustful repose: 
the craving for individual conviction with the pious belief 
in a divine order of history. To assert, to compare, 
to harmonize these principles was the work of the Refor- 
mation, and that in the discussions on the formation and 
authority of the Bible no less than in the examination of 


the central doctrines of the Christian belief. 


1 Johan. Sarisb. £f. 143 (ed. 
Migne). The original text is given 
in App. D. It may be added that 
Bp. Pecock affirms very distinctly 
Jerome’s judgment in favour of the 
exclusive authority of the Hebrew 
Canon of the Old Testament, and 
explains how the Apocryphal books 
came to be added to them. ‘In the 
bigynnyng of the chirche, soone after 
Cristis passioun, writingis dressing 
men into holynes weren scant...and 
therfore for deuociown and avidite 
whiche men in tho daies hadden into 
goostli techingis thei wroten into her 
Biblis the book of Philo which is 
clepid Sapience, and the book of 
Iesus the sone of Sirak which is 
clepid Ecclesiastik, and othere mo, 


for great deinte which Cristen men 
hadden of tho bokis in tyme of 9 
greet scarsenes of deuoute bokis; 
not with stonding that thei wisten 
these seid bokis not be of holi Scrip- 
ture, as Ierom and othere mo openly 
witnessen that tho bokis ben not of 
Holi Scripture. And this ooke 
deuocioun forto plante the seid 
bokis into Biblis, whanne euere Bi- 
blis weren in writing ceesid not into 
al tyme after. And git herbi is not 
the auctarite of tho bokis reised 
higher then it was bifore; and name 


lich it cannot be reised therbi s0 


hige, that it be putt bifore gretter 
evydencis than is the nakid seiyng 
of hem.” (Repressor, 11. 17, p. 8b 
Comp. pp. 126, 250.) 








CHAPTER III. 


IE NEW TESTAMENT IN THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY. 


Dixit veritatem, pertulit iniquitatem, allaturus est aquitatem. 
A UGUSTINUS, 


HE sixteenth century places us again face to face 
with the combined powers of the East and West’. 

or a time each had gone on fulfilling its own work, but 
e fall of Constantinople brought them once more into 
mtact. It was not only that ‘Greece had arisen from 
he dead with the New Testament in her hand,’ but the 
ast had risen with a Bible which was again felt to be 
record of real facts, able to quicken faith amidst the 
mflicts of a world struggling towards a new life. We 
ive already seen generally the part which Palestine 
id Greece and Rome had to fulfil in the history of the 
anon. A work was still reserved for the German races, 
id when the time came for its accomplishment men 
ere found to do it. Whatever may be thought of some 
' Luther’s special judgments, however hasty and self- 
illed and imperious they may be, it is impossible to read 
S comments on Holy Scripture without feeling that he 
alizes its actual historic worth and consequent spiritual 
\eaning in a way which was unknown before. For him 
le words of Apostles and Prophets are ‘living words,’ 


1 I have ventured to transcribe in this ‘shapter rouch that is given in the 
thle in the Church, chap. x. 
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direct and immediate utterances of the Holy Spirit, 
penetrating to the inmost souls of men, and not mere 
premisses for arguments or proofs. 

This intense sense of the personal character of Holy 
Scripture, so to speak, springing out of the recognition 
of its primary historical origin, which found a bold and 
at times an exaggerated expression in Luther, was more 
or less characteristic of the whole period. On all sides 

‘there was a tendency in the sixteenth century, even 
! when it was repressed, to appeal to history and reason. 
| The mere authority of usage, which at earlier times had 
been denied only by scholars, was then questioned by 
many in all classes. The study of Greek had made 
criticism possible, and laid open the true approach to 
the investigation of the growth of the Church. But still 
the real force of historical evidence was as yet imper 
fectly understood. The materials for testing and tracing 
to its source a current tradition were still scattered or 
unknown. And even those who felt most deeply that 
the Books of the Bible had their origin in human life, 
among men of like passions with themselves, were yet 
far removed from a simple and absolute trust in their 
historical transmission and confirmation by the body to 
which they were delivered. On the one hand a sup- 
posed intuitive perception of the Divine. authority of 
Scripture, immediate and final, was assumed to exist 
in the individual and to supersede the judgment of the 
Christian society. On the other an ecclesiastical usage 
was invested, as it were, with a creative power, by which 
books which had been deliberately set aside in a second 
rank were raised to a new dignity as infallible sources of 
doctrine. 

As doctrinal controversy grew wider and keener, the 


‘question of the Canon was debated with a vehemence 
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a ~ ° : | a ae 
before unknown. To concede to the Church in every; Cheri 


age the prerogative of extending by its own power the 
range of the authoritative sources and tests of doctrine 
was (as it appeared) to sacrifice the historical basis of 
a faith once delivered to men. And at the same time 
the denial of the existence of an absolute living criterion 
of truth scemed to make it necessary to transfer to the 
Bible in its collected form every attribute of that infal- 
libility which before had been supposed to reside in the 
Church or in its earthly head. The collection of Holy 
Scripture was first narrowed to the strict limits fixed 
by ancient criticism, at Icast in the Old Testament, 
and then step by step it was taken out of the field of 
historical inquiry. A movement which began by the 
assertion of the value of historical evidence ended in 
the suppression of all historical criticism by the later 
Lutheran and Genevan schools. 

It is not part of our subject to trace the effects for 
good and for evil which followed from the gencral pre- 
valence of this later theory of the Bible in Protestant 
Churches up to our own time. However repugnant it 
may be to the wider views of ecclesiastical history which 
are now opened to us, it would not perhaps be difficult 
to shew that it fulfilled an important function in preserv- 
ing a true sense of the Divine authority of Holy Scrip- 
ture as a whole during a period of transition. If the | 
tendency of the later schools was to reduce the Bible, 
to a mere text-book, the Book itself was in danger of | 
falling to pieces under the free treatment of Luther. 
At present it is necessary only to notice that the contro- 
versy on the Canon in the sixteenth century—the first 
occasion on which the subject was debated as a question 
of doctrine in the Catholic Church—was really con- 
ductcd by feeling rather than by external evidence, The 
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evidence on the subject was not available, even if the 
disputants could have made use of it. But a more sum- 
mary method offered itself. In a word the Romanists 
followed popular usage, regarding the Bible as one only 
out of many original sources of truth: the Lutherans, 
or more strictly Luther, judged the written Word by the 
Gospel contained in it, now in fuller now in scantier 
measure, to which the Word in man bore witness: the 
Calvinists, accepting without hesitation the Old Testa- 
ment from the Jewish Church, and the New Testament 
from the Christian Church, set up the two records as 
the outward test and spring of all truth, absolutely 
complete in itself and isolated from all history. 

It would be a fruitful inquiry to follow out the 
growth and antagonism of the principles involved in 
these general views: to trace the truth which each em- 
bodies and exaggerates: to indicate the influence which 
partial or faulty teaching on Scripture exercised on other 
parts of the Christian doctrine in which they were in- 
cluded ; and even in the purely historical sketch to which 
we are now limited a reference to these most interesting 
questions will give a unity and significance to what 
might otherwise appear a fragmentary discussion. 


§ 1. Zhe Roman Church. 


At the dawn of the Reformation the great Romanist 
scholars remained faithful to the judgment on the Canon 
which Jerome had followed in his translation. And 
Cardinal Ximenes in the preface to his magnificent Poly- 
glott Biblia Complutensia—the lasting monument of the 
University which he founded at Complutum or Alcala, 


,and the great glory of the Spanish press—separates 
| the Apocrypha from the Canonical books. The books’, 


1 Prolog, WU. 6b. 
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writes, which are without the Canon, which the Church 
eives rather for the edification of the people than for 
: establishment of ecclesiastical doctrines, are given 
y in Greek, but with a double translation’. 

Cardinal Ximenes spoke only of the disputed books 
the Old Testament. His great literary rival went 
ther. Erasmus, in his edition of the New Testament 
e first published in the original Greek A.D. 1516) which 
s dedicated to Leo X., notices the doubts which had 
2n raised as to the controverted books, without pro- 
uncing more than a critical judgment upon them. 
us he distinctly maintains that the Epzstle to the 
brews was not written by St Paul, both on the ground 
its style, and also from questionable statements on 
ints of doctrine (ch. vi. 6), while he prefaces his criti- 
m with this remark: ‘I would wish you, good reader, 
ot to consider this Epistle of less value because many 
ive doubted whether it is the work of Paul or some 
her writer. Whoever wrote it is worthy of being read 
y Christians on many accounts. And though in ex- 
‘ession it is very widely different from the style of 
aul, it is most closely akin to the spirit and soul 
sectus) of Paul. But while it cannot be shewn conclu- 
vely who wrote it, we may gather from very many 
‘guments that it was written by some other than Paul.’ 
rain at the close of his Commentary on St James he 
rs: ‘The authorship of this Epistle also, although it is 
led with salutary precepts, was questioned in former 
mes. For it does not seem to present in every part 
ie dignity and gravity which we look for in an Apo- 
le...For my own part, though I will fight (digladiabor) 


Sixtus Senensis (see p. 479) with ‘of the Hebrews, which the Church 
obvious reference to this passage ‘reads for edification, are given only 
rs it most significantly: ‘The ‘in Greek, &<.’ (Bibl. S. 1V. Fran- 
oks which are without the Canon ciscus Xymenius.) 
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‘with no one on the subject, I heartily affirm (frobo a 
‘amplector) the authority of the Epistle. But I am sur- 
‘prised that on these questions no people are more 
‘bigoted in their statements than those who cannot tell 
‘in what language it was originally written....So great 
‘a man as Jerome was in doubt, and expresses his 
‘opinion with care. We are reckless in proportion to 
‘our ignorance.’ In like manner he notices the doubts as 
to the second Epistle of St Peter and the Epistle of St 
Jude, and expressly assigns the second and third Epistles 
of St John to the ‘Presbyter. On the Apocalypse he 
speaks at greater length; and his words are so cha- 
racteristic that they may be quoted here as a singular 
illustration of the manner in which the best scholars of 
the sixteenth century approached the criticism of Holy 
Scripture’. ‘St Jerome,’ he says, ‘bears witness that the 
‘ Apocalypse was not received by the Greeks even in his 
‘time ; and moreover that some most learned men had 


‘assailed the whole substance of the book with severe 
‘| «criticisms as a mere romance, on the ground that it pre- 


‘sents no trace of Apostolic dignity, but contains only 
‘an ordinary history disguised in symbols. To say ne 
‘thing at present of these opinions, I have been some 
‘what moved by other conjectures and also by the fact 
‘that the author while writing the Revelation is so anxious 
‘to introduce his own name: J Fohn, I Fohn, just asif 
‘he were writing a bond and not a book, and that not 
‘only against the custom of the other Apostles but 
‘much more against his own custom, since in his Gospel, 
‘though the subject is less exalted, he nowhere gives his 
‘own name, but indicates it by slight references, and 
‘Paul when compelled to speak of his own visions sets 
‘forth the facts under the person of another. But how 
1 Nov. Test. p. 625. 
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‘often does our author when describing most myste- 
‘rious conversations with Angels introduce the phrase 
‘I Fokn,. Further in the Greek Manuscripts which I 
‘have seen the title is not of Fohn the Evangelist, but of 
‘ Fohn the Divine, not to mention that the style is widely 
‘ different from that of the Gospel and Epistle. For though 
‘we may admit that there would be little trouble in 
‘explaining some passages falsely assailed on the ground 
‘that they are tinged with heretical ideas, these argu- 
‘ments, I say, would somewhat move me to decline to 
‘believe that the work belongs to John the Evangelist, 
‘unless the general consent of the world called me to 
‘another conclusion, but especially the authority of the 
‘Church, if at least the Church approves of this work 
‘with the feeling that she wishes it to be considered 
‘the work of John the Evangelist and to be held of 
‘equal weight with the other canonical books....In fact 
‘I observe that ancient theologians quote passages from 
‘this book rather for illustration and ornament than 
‘for the support of a serious proposition. Since even 
‘among jewels there is some difference; and some 
‘gold is purer and better than other. In sacred things 
‘also one thing is more sacred than another. He who 
‘ts spiritual, as Paul says, judges all things, and 1s judged 
‘ by no one.’ 

With this strange conflict of criticism and authority, 
with this half-suppressed irony and insinuated doubt, 
with this assertion of a final appeal to private judgment, 
the great work of Erasmus closes; and it is probable 
that the last words best express the freedom of his real 
judgment. For some time his notes seem to have been 
unchallenged ; but the spread of the reformed opinions 
directed attention to the statements which they con- 
tained in opposition to the current opinion of the Romen 








THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY. [Paat 


Church. An attack was made upon them before the 
Theological Faculty of Paris, the Sorbonne, in 1524; 
and in 1526 the French doctors considered and cor 
demned a large number of propositions which were 
taken from his New Testament, and the defence whick 
he had previously made. In this censure the Sorbonne 
declared that ‘it was an error of faith to doubt as to the 
‘author of one of the books’ (of the New Testament). 
‘Though formerly some have doubted about the authors 
|‘of particular books, the decision runs, ‘yet after that 
‘the Church has received them under the name of such 
‘authors by its universal usage, and has approved them 
‘by its judgment, it is not any longer right for a Chris 
‘tian to doubt of the fact, or to call it in question’ 
This general judgment is then enforced by a special 
affirmation of the authenticity of the Epistle to the He 
brews as St Paul’s, 2 Peter, and the Afocalypse, with 
references to the Councils of Laodicea, Carthage, and 
the Apocryphal Council at Rome under Gelasius. 

Erasmus was the real leader both of the literary aud 
critical schools of the Reformation. His influence ex- 
tended both to his own Church and to the Protestant 
Churches of Germany and Switzerland; and opinioas 
which he intimated with hesitation and doubt found 


1 Du Plessis, Collect. Fud. de nov. 
error. 1 Jud. iv.; I. §3 ff. Propo- 


viros illos sanctos organa sua (i 
stituerit in editione talium librontt, 


sitiot. Non statim dubius est in fide, 
qui de auctore libri dubitat. 

Censura. WHexc propositio teme- 
rarie et erronee asseritur, Joquendo 
ut scriptor loquitur de dubio auto- 
rum sanctorum librorum novi Tes- 
tamenti ab Ecclesia sub nomine 
talium autorum receptorum, cujus- 
modi sunt autores quatuor librorum 
Evangeliorum, septem Epistolarum 
Canonicarum, quatuordecim episto- 
larum Pauli, actuum Apostolorum 
et Apocalypsis: nam cum Deus 


honori ecorum detrahit quisquis 
hujusmodi libris nomina eorum s& 
fert, vel in dubium vertit, neco#® 
et a frequenti abducit et fructoc# 
eorum lectione. Preeterea quamv 
de autoribus aliquorum huj 
librorum a nonnullis olim dubitates 
sit, nihilominus fostyuam 

sub nomine talium autorum so Ws 
universalt tllos recepit et sua provers 
definitione, jam non fas est Chul 


ano dubitare aut in duicum i &@ 


Care. 








ITI.] CARDINAL CAIETAN. 


elsewhere a bold expression. To take one example from 
Romanist scholars, Cardinal Caietan (Jacob [Thomas] 


de Vio), the adversary of Luther at Augsburg in 1518, , 


gives an unhesitating adhesion to the Hebrew Canon in 
his Commentary on all the Authentic Historical Books of 
the Old Testament, which was dedicated to Clement VII. 
‘The whole Latin Church,’ he says, ‘owes very much 
to St Jerome...on account of his separation of the 
Canonical from the uncanonical books,’ 

And the authority of Jerome had equal weight with 
him in dealing with the Antilegomena of the New Testa- 
nent. Thus in the preface to his Commentary on the 
Epistle to the Hebrews he writes: ‘Since we have re- 
‘ceived Jerome as our rule that we may not err in the 
‘separation of the Canonical books (for those which he 
‘delivered as Canonical we hold Canonical, and those 
‘which he separated from the Canonical books we hold 
‘without the Canon); therefore as the author of this 
‘Epistle is doubtful in the opinion of Jerome, the Epistle 
‘also is rendered doubtful, since unless it is Paul’s it is 
‘not clear that it is Canonical. Whence it comes to pass 
‘that if anything arise doubtful in faith it cannot be de- 
‘termined from the sole authority of this Epistle. See 
‘how great mischief an anonymous book creates” In 
like manner he quotes Jerome for the doubts entertained 
as to the authority of S¢ Fames, 2 Peter, 2 and 3 Fohn, 
and St Fude. Of the three last he expressly says that 
‘they are of less authority than those which are certainly 
‘Holy Scripture.’ On 2 Peter alone he decides favour- 
ably, for the argument from style is, he maintains, very 
fallacious’. The Apocalypse he dismisses in a sentence. 

1 Infirmum itaque argumentum Registrum Gregorii tantum dissonat 
assumitur: cum unum atque eun- ab aliis scriptis a Gregorio, ut si ex 


lem hominem diverso stylo quando- stylo arguendum esset negaretur 
que scribere experientia testetur. Gregori (/ra/.ad2 Petr.\. 
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‘I confess that I cannot interpret the Apocalypse accord- 
‘ing to the literal sense. Let him interpret it to whom 
‘God has given the power’ 

These statements of Cardinal Caietan passed un- 
challenged during his lifetime, but shortly after his 
death they were assailed by Catharinus, a vehement 
controversialist whose life was spent in disputes. Yet 
Catharinus abandoned the argument from history, and 
simply took refuge in the decrees of Popes Innocent, 
Gelasius, and Eugenius, as decisive upon the extent of 
the Canon*. This simple mode of determining the ques- 
tion was unhappily adopted, and probably in part through 
his influence, at the Council of Trent, in which he played 
an important part. The Council held its first Session 
on Dec. 13th, 1545. In the third session (Feb. 4th, 
1546) the Nicene Creed was recited and ratified. The 
subject of Holy Scripture and Tradition was then 
brought forward for preliminary discussion on Feb. 12th 
Four articles taken from the writings of Luther were 
proposed for consideration or rather for condemnation. 
Of these the first affirmed that Scripture only (without 
tradition) was the single and complete source of doc- 
trine; the second that the Hebrew Canon of the Old 
Testament and the acknowledged books of the New 
Testament ought alone to be admitted as authoritative. 
These dogmas were discussed by about thirty divines 
in four meetings. On the first point there was a general 
agreement. It was allowed that tradition was a co- 
ordinate source of doctrine with Scripture. On the 


1 Et sic finitur Epistola Judz: sim enim fateor me nescire exponere 
et est finis Commentariorum nostro- juxta sensum literalem: exponat cui 
rum super Novum Testamentum. Deus concesserit (Opera, T. V. p- 

Caiete die 17 Augusti. Anno gor, ed. 1639). 

Domini M.D.XXIX. setatis autem pro- * Annot. in Comm. Caietant, Lib 
pris sexagesimo primo. A yp- I. (1542). 
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second there was a great variety of opinion. Some pro- 
posed to follow the judgment of Cardinal Caietan and 
distinguish two classes of books, as, it was argued, had 
been the intention of Augustine. Others wished to draw 
the line of distinction yet more exactly, and form three 
classes, (1) the Acknowledged Books, (2) the Disputed 
Books of the New Testament, as having been afterwards 
generally received, (3) the Apocrypha of the Old Testa- 
ment. A third party wished to give a bare list, as that 
of Carthage, without any further definition of the autho- 
rity of the books included in it, so as to leave the subject 
yet open. <A fourth party, influenced by a false inter- 
pretation of the earlier papal decrees, and necessarily 
ignorant of the grave doubts which affect their authen- 
ticity, urged the ratification of all the books of the en- 
larged Canon as equally of Divine authority. The first 
view was afterwards merged in the second, and on March 
8th three minutes were drawn up embodying the three 
remaining opinions, These were considered privately, 
and on the 15th the third was carried by a majority 
of voices. The decree in which it was finally expressed 
was published on the 8th of April, and for the first time 
the question of the contents of the Bible was made an 
absolute article of faith and confirmed by an Anathema. 
‘The holy cecumenical and general Council of Trent,’ 
so the decrce runs, ‘...following the examples of the 
‘orthodox Fathers receives and venerates all the books 
‘of the Old and New Testaments...and also traditions 
‘pertaining to faith and conduct...with an equal feeling 
‘of devotion and reverence.’ Then follows the list of 
the books of the Old and New Testaments, including 
Tobit, Fudith, Wisdom, Ecclesiasticus, 1 and 2 Macca- 
éces, in the same order as the decree of Eugenius IV., 
and the decree proceeds, ‘If however anyone does not 
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‘receive the entire books with all their parts as they 


‘are accustomed to be read in the Catholic Church and 
‘in the old Latin Vulgate edition (2.¢e. Jerome’s with the 
‘additions) as sacred and Canonical, and knowingly and 
‘wittingly despises the aforesaid traditions, let him be 
‘Anathema’. | 

This fatal decree, in which the Council, harassed by 
the fear of lay critics and ‘grammarians,’ gave a new 
aspect to the whole question of the Canon, was ratified 
by fifty-three prelates, among whom there was not one 
German, not one scholar distinguished for historical 
learning, not one who was fitted by special study for 
the examination of a subject in which the truth could 
only be determined by the voice of antiquity. How 
completely the decision was opposed to the spirit and 
letter of the original judgments of the Greek and Latin 
Churches, how far in the doctrinal equalization of the 
disputed and acknowledged books of the Old Testa- 
ment it was at variance with the traditional opinion of 
the West, how absolutely unprecedented was the con- 
version of an ecclesiastical usage into an article of belief, 
will be seen from the evidence which has been already 
adduced. If historical criticism had made as much ad- 
vance as grammatical criticism at the time when the 
decree was enacted, no anathema at least would have 
been directed against differences of opinion on books 
or parts of books; for on one point at least scholar- 
ship gained the day. It was decided after much dis- 
cussion that no anathema should be added to the second 


1 The words of one remarkable cree was required : ‘ Clodiensis dixit 
Florentine scholar, Jac. Naclantus, hoc verbum tantum:  obediam' 
Bishop of Chiozza, are worth quoting. (Theiner, 1. c. 89]. A striking specch 
He had taken a decided part in the of Card. Pole given in the same col- 
discussion (Theiner, Acta Authentica, lection (p. 60) deserves study. 

i. 59), and when the assent tothede- =. g ; 
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art of the decree which affirmed the authority of the 
atin Vulgate. 

It is unnecessary to continue the history of the 
‘anon in the Romish Church. The attempts which 
ave been made from time to time by Romanist scho- 
us to claim some freedom of opinion on the subject 
an find no excuse in the terms of the decree. One 
idgment only will be added, which has considerable 
iterest from the circumstances under which it was pro- 
ounced. 

The Bibliotheca Sancta of the Dominican Sixtus 
‘enensis, which was dedicated to Pius V. as the ‘chief 
author of the Index of prohibited books and the purifier 
of Christian literature, may be taken as the authorised 
xpression of the general views which prevailed in the 
‘ouncil. Sixtus divides the books of the Bible into two 
lasses. The books of the first class (Protocanonical) are 
rose of which there has never been any doubt in the 
-hurch, or to use the term which has been already ex- 
lained the ‘acknowledged’ books of the Old and New 
‘estaments except Esther. The books of the second 
lass—‘ called Ecclesiastical in former times but now 
Deuterocanonical ’—are those which were not generally 
nown till a late period, ‘as in the Old Testament £sther, 
Lobit, Fudith, and Baruch, the Letter of Feremiah, the 
Wisdom of Solomon, Ecclestasticus, the Additions to 
Daniel, 2 Maccabces. And in the New Testament in 
ike manner, Mark xvi. g—20; Luke xxii. 43, 44; Yohn 
vii. §3—viii. 11, the Epistle to the Hebrews, Fames, 2 
Peter, 2 and 3 Fohn, Fude, Apocalypse, and other books 
»f the same kind (?), which formerly the ancient Fathers 
»f the Church held as Apocryphal and not Canonical, 
ind at first permitted to be read only before catechu- 
nens (as Athanasius witnesses)..,then as (Ruffinus 


ei 
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Chap. ii, | ‘writes) allowed to be read before all the faithful, not 
‘for the confirmation of doctrines, but merely for the 
‘instruction of the people: and...at last willed that they 
‘should be adopted among the Scriptures of irrefraga- 
‘ble authority...’ ! 

‘The concessions and claims made in this passage 
are equally significant. The determination of the books 
which come within the limits of the Bible is taken out of ; 
the domain of historical criticism. It is admitted that for 
nearly four centuries the Hebrew Canon of the Old Testa- 
ment was alone received. It is affirmed that the Church 
has power not only to fix the extent of the Canon, but 
also to settle questions of text. The field of Biblicd 
study is definitely closed against all free research. 


§ 2. Zhe Saxon School of Reformers. 


LcTHer. Meanwhile a spirit was awakened in Germany whidi 
for a time cast a vivid if a partial light upon the Bibless 
the depository of the Divine teaching transmitted to th ff 
Church. The discovery of a Latin Bible, we are told, 
turned the thoughts of Luther into a new channel. And 
Luther on his side found in the Bible something whid 
had long been hidden from the world, not as to its dor § 
trine only, but as to its general relation to God and met. § 
The study of the Bible was a life-long passion with him. 

“Were I but a great poet,’ he said, ‘I would write a 
‘magnificent poem on the utility and efficacy of the Dr 
‘vine word’.’ His judgments on the different Books are 
given in detail in his Prefaces. These are so full of life, 
and so characteristic of the man, that they can nevef | 

| lose their interest; and as a whole they form an import- 

- ant chapter in the history of the Bible. His comments 

1 Comp. Bible is the Church, pp. 260 ff. 








III.) LUTHER. 


on the Apocrypha have singular vigour and personal 
appreciation of the value of the several books; nor does 
he shew less freedom and boldness in dealing with the 
Antilegomena of the New Testament. 

For him there is a Gospel within the Gospel; a New 
Testament within the New Testament. After giving a 
general summary of the principles of the Christian life, he 
thus concludes the preface to his first edition of the trans- 
lation’. ‘From all this you can rightly judge between 
‘all the books, and distinguish which are the best. For 
“St Fohn's Gospel,and St Paul’s Epistles, especially that 
‘to the Romans, and St Peter's first Epistle, are the true 
‘marrow and kernel of all the books; which properly 
‘also might be the first, and each Christian should be 
‘counselled to read them first and most, and make them 
‘as common by daily reading as his daily bread...briefly 
‘St Fokn’s Gospel and his first Epistle, St Paul’s Epi- 
‘ stles, especially those to the Romans, Galatians, Ephe- 
‘stans, and St Peter's first Epistle: these’—-the words 
are emphasized in the original—‘are the books which 
‘shew thee Christ, and teach all which it 1s needful and 
‘ blessed for thee to know, even tf you never see or hear any 
‘other book, or any other doctrine. ‘Therefore is the Zfz- 

‘ stle of St Fames a right strawy Epistle compared with 
‘them, for it has no character of the Gospel in it.’ 

Agreeably to this general statement Luther placed 
the Epistle to the Hebrews, Fames, Fude, and the Afoca- 
lypse, at the end of his translation, after the other books 
of the New Testament, which he called ‘the true and 
‘certain Capital-books of the New Testament’; for these 
‘four have been regarded in former times in a different 
‘light.’ Of the Epistle to the Hebrews he says that it 

1 Werke, ed. Walch, xtv. 104: this is left out in the later editions. 

2 1b. p. 147- 
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was certainly bya disciple of the Apostles, and not by an 
Apostle. It was, he thinks, ‘put together out of many 
‘pieces. The writer ‘does not lay the foundation of 
‘faith, but yet he builds upon it gold, silver, precious 
‘stones. Therefore even if we find perhaps wood, straw, 
‘or hay, mingled with it, that shall not prevent us from 
‘receiving such instruction with all honour; though we 
‘do not place it absolutely on the same footing as the 
‘ Apostolic Epistles.’ 

‘I admire,’ he says, ‘the Epistle of St Fames, though 
‘it was rejected by the ancients, and still hold it as good, 
‘for this reason that it lays down no teaching of man, and 
‘presses home the law of God’. Yet to express my own 
‘opinion, without prejudice to any one, I do not hold it to 
‘be the writing of any Apostle, for these reasons: (1) It 
‘contradicts St Paul and all other Scripture in giving 
‘righteousness to works... (2) It teaches Christian peo 
‘ple, and yet does not once notice the Passion, the 
‘Resurrection, the Spirit of Christ. The writer name 
‘Christ a few times; but he teaches nothing of him, 
‘but speaks of general faith in God. While it is the 
‘duty of a true Apostle to preach Christ’s Sufferings and 
‘Resurrection*...and therein all true holy books agree, 
‘that they preach and urge Christ, That too is the 


‘right touchstone whereby to criticise all books, whether 


‘they urge Christ or not, for all Scripture testifies of 
‘Christ...That which does not teach Christ is still not 
‘ Apostolic, even if it were the teaching of St Peter or St 
‘Paul. Again that which preaches Christ, that weft 
‘Apostolic, even if Judas, Annas, Pilate, and Herod, 
‘preached it®. ‘I cannot then place it among the tree 
‘Capital-books; but I will forbid no one to place aid 


1 Jb, p. 148. 2 Jb. p. 3 
3 Lb. p> 150. ¢ . sa 


If] 





LCL ILI: 








* elevate it as he picases; for there are many good say- 
* ings in it’ 
The £pistle of St Fude is ‘indisputably an extract or 
“ copy from the second Epistle of St Peter’... Therefore, 
“ though I applaud it, it is not an Epistle which can claim 
“to be reckoned among the Capital-books, which ought 
* to lay the foundation of faith.’ 

Of the Apocalypse he simply says (1534 A.D.)* that 
“no man ought to be hindered from holding it to be 
*a work of St John or otherwise, as he will...‘’ Reck- 


less interpretations had brought it into dishonour. And 


though it was yet a ‘dumb prophecy,’ he shews that the 
true Christian can use it for consolation and warning. 
“ Briefly, our holiness is in heaven where Christ is, and 
“mot in the world before our eyes, as some paltry ware 


“an the market. Therefore let offence, factions, heresy 


_ © and wickedness, be and do what they may; if only the 

“Word of the Gospel remains pure with us, and we hold 
’ “at dear and precious, we need not doubt that Christ 
_ “is near and with us, even if matters go hardest; as we 

“gee in this Book that through and above all plagues, 
© beasts, evil angels, Christ is still near and with His 
* Saints, and at last overthrows them.’ 

- The freshness and power of Luther’s judgments on 
_ the Bible, the living sense of fellowship with the spirit 
- Which animates them, the bold independence and self- 
. &gsertion which separate them from all simply critical 


? The edition of 1552 had after 
words the following sentence: 
man is no man in worldly 

; how then should this single 


* writer all alone hold good against 


ra 
z= 


and all other Scripture ?’ 
* He does not notice the doubts 


ised as to the authority of this 
Pistle. 


3 Twelve years before he had spo- 
ken far more disparagingly of the 
book. ‘For several reasons I hold 
‘it to be neither Apostolic nor Pro- 
‘ phetic...My spirit cannot acquiesce 
‘in the book :...I abide by the books 
‘which present Christ clear and pure 
‘to me.’ 

4 Jd. p. 152. 
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conclusions, combined to limit their practical acceptance 
to individuals. Such judgments rest on no definite ex- 
ternal evidence. They cannot be justified by the ordi 
nary rile and measure of criticism or dogma. No Church 
could rest on a theory which makes private feeling the 
supreme authority as to doctrine and the source of doc- 
trine. As a natural consequence the later Lutherans 
abandoned the teaching of their great master on the 
written Word. For a time the ‘ disputed’ books of the 
New Testament (Antilegomena) were distinguished from 
the remainder; but in the early part of the seventeenth 
century this difference was-looked upon as wholly be 
longing to the past, and towards its close the very letter 
of the printed text of Scripture was treated by great 
Lutheran Divines as possessing an inherent and inalier 
able sanctity beyond the reach of historical discussion 
Yet the Lutheran Church has no recognised definition § 
of Canonicity, and rio express list of the Sacred Books § 
The nearest approach to this is in the Lutheran Bible 
in which the Apocrypha are placed by themselves and 
separated distinctly from ‘the Holy Scripture.’ But 0 
the other hand four of the Antilegomena of the Net 
Testament are in like manner removed from their places 
in the Latin Bible and placed as a kind of Appendix, @. 
though without any special notice. And the detailed 
judgments which Luther delivered are not more favou- § 
able to one class than to the other. To a certam extest 
therefore the question was left open; and usage alon 
has détermined finally the subordinate position of th # 
Apocrypha to the Old Testament, and elevated th 
Antilegomena of the New Testament to an equality wid 
the remaining books. 

One attempt however was made to investigate inde 
pendently the extent of the Canon and the principles F 
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on which it was formed. Among the early friends of | Chap. ii. 


‘Luther was Andrew Bodenstein of Karlstadt, who is 
commonly known by the name of his native town, Arch- 
deacon of Wittenberg. As the Reformation advanced, 
* Luther and Karlstadt were separated by theological 
differences, and after long sufferings Karlstadt found 
an honourable retreat in Switzerland. By Bullinger’s 
recommendation he was made professor of theology at 
Basle and died there in 1541. While he was still work- 
ing with Luther, in 1520 he published a treatise On the 
Canonical Scriptures, which exhibits a remarkable sense 
of the real bearings and principles of an investigation 
into the constitution of the Bible. The book was in 
advance of the age and appears to have produced no 
effect at the time. It consists of five parts, (1) On the 
majesty of Scripture. (2) On the force and strength of 
Scripture. (3) On the number and order of the Sacred 
books. (4) On the Catalogues of Jerome and Augus- 
tine. (5) A general classification of Scripture. It is 
with the last division alone that we are now concerned. 
In this Karlstadt divides all the books of Scripture into 
- three classes of different dignity, almost as Hugo of St 
Victor had done before him. The first class contains 
only the Pentateuch and the four Gospels, ‘the clearest 
‘luminaries of the whole Divine truth.’ The second class 
includes the Prophets according to the Hebrew reckon- 
ing, and the acknowledged Epistles of the New Testa- 
ment (Paul 13, Peter 1, Fohn 1). The third class con- 
tains the Hagiographa of the Hebrew Canon and the 
seven disputed books of the New Testament’. 

This short summary of Karlstadt’s results can give 


1 The Acts is entirely omitted. Scripturis, § 136. Yet again in 8§ 
Probably the book was looked upon 65 ff. he appears to pass ower the 
by Karlstadt as an Appendix to St book purposely. 

Luke’s Gospel: see de Canonicis 
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no idea of the breadth and subtlety of many of his r- 
marks. The whole evidence was not before him and 
consequently he erred in his conclusions; but even as 
it is, his treatise is not without use in the present day. 
It was the first clear assertion of the independent su- 
premacy of Holy Scripture, and so far the first enun- 
ciation of the fundamental principle of the Reformation 
Yet at the same time Karlstadt recognised the historic 
function of the Church in collecting and ratifying the 
sacred books. ‘ Why,’ he asks, in reference to Luther’ 
objections to the Epistle of St James, ‘if you allow the 
‘ Jews to stamp books with authority by receiving them, 
‘do you refuse to grant as much power to the Churches 
‘of Christ, since the Church is not less than the Syna- 
‘gogue?’ And though he placed the different book 
of the Bible in different ranks, yet he drew a broad line 
between all of them and the traditions or decrees of 
Christian teachers. ‘You see, he writes, ‘kind reader, 
‘how great is the authority of the Holy Scriptures 
‘Whether willingly or unwillingly, you will allow the 
‘extent of their authority, whose slightest sign all 
‘other arts and sciences, as far as they affect the mould- 
‘ing of life, revere, regard, dread, adore. Therefore 
‘rightly the laws of men, the canons of Popes, the cus 
‘toms of the people, yield to [the Bible] as their mis 
‘tress, and minister to it.’ ‘We judge of the opinions 
‘of all and each from the Sacred Scriptures,’ he else 
where says, ‘and therefore we pronounce [the Bible] 
‘to be the queen and mistress of all and the judge who 
‘judges all things while she herself is judged by none... 
‘The Divine Law, single and alone, is placed beyond 
‘all suspicion of error, and draws all other laws within 
‘its dominion, or utterly destroys them if they strive 
‘against it.’ 
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§ 3. Zhe Swiss School of Reformers. 


Karlstadt forms a link between the Saxon and Swiss 
Reformers. While Luther was battling for the one great 
principle of faith, a more comprehensive movement was 
begun in Switzerland. Zwingli the foremost of its 
champions was only a few weeks younger than Luther, 
and he had not yet heard Luther’s name, as he writes, 
when he began to preach the Gospel. But Zwingli was 
not contented with the compromise which Luther was 
willing to make with all that was hallowed by usage, 
provided it was not positively superstitious. He aimed at 
forming a strictly logical system based on Scripture only, 
irrespective of tradition or custom. In this respect he 
carried out, in intention at least, the principles which 
Karlstadt had maintained; and the method which he 
followed became characteristic of the Swiss Churches. 
The Saxon reformation was in essence conservative: the 
Swiss reformation was in essence rationalistic. 

Zwingli himself does not appear to have discussed the 
Canon of Scripture. In his notes on the Epzstle to the 
Hebrews and St Fames he takes no account of the doubts 
which had been raised as to their authority. Of the 
Apocalypse alone he declares that he ‘takes no account 
‘of it, for it is not a book of the Bible’’ While Zwingli 
was labouring to spread his doctrines at Zurich, his 
friend CEcolampadius carried on the same work at 
Basle. Ina letter to the Waldenses CEcolampadius ex- 
plains the views of his party on the Canon. ‘In the New 
‘Testament we receive four Gospels, with the Acts of the 
‘ Apostles, and fourteen Epistles of St Paul, and seven 


1 Werke, Ut. 1, p. 169 (ed. Schuler): Us Apocalypsi nemend wir kein 
kundschaft an, dann es nit ein biblisch buch ist... 
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‘Catholic Epistles, together with the Apocalypse; al- 
‘though we do not compare the Apocalypse, the Epistles 
‘of Fames and Fude, and 2 Peter and 2 and 3 Fok 
‘with the rest’.’ 

This judgment of CEcolampadius may be taken asa 
fair representation of the feeling in the German Churches 
of Switzerland. But even before his death, which hap- 
pened in the same year as that of Zwingli, Farel had 
begun that movement in the French cantons which under 
the direction of Calvin influenced more or less the theo- 

'logy of all Western Europe. 

With regard to the Antilegomena of the New Testa 
ment Calvin expresses himself with hardly less boldness . 
than Luther, though practically he followed commoa . 
usage. He passes over 2 and 3 Yohkn and the Apocalypx 
in his Commentary without notice, and writes of 1 Joke 
as simply ‘the Epistle of John.’ ‘I embrace,’ he says 
‘[the Epistle to the Hebrews] without doubt among the 
‘Apostolic Epistles; nor do I doubt but that it was 
‘through a device of Satan that some have questioned 
‘its authority...Wherefore let us not allow the Church 
‘of God and ourselves to be bereft of so great a bless 
‘ing; but let us vindicate for ourselves the possession of 
‘it with firmness. We need however feel little anxiety 
‘as to who wrote it...I] cannot myself be brought to 
‘believe that Paul was the author...The method of it 
‘struction and style sufficiently shew that the wnte 
‘was not Paul, and he professes himself to be one of 
‘the disciples of the Apostles, which is wholly alien from 
‘Paul’s custom...’ 

‘The fact that Eusebius says that doubts were for- 
‘merly entertained on it [2 Peter] ought not to deter us 





1 Epistolae, Lib. 1. p. 3 ¢, ed. 1548 
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from reading it...1 am more moved by the statement 
of Jerome that some, led by the difference of style, did 
not think Peter the author of it. For although some 
likeness with his style can be observed, yet I confess 
that there is an obvious difference which indicates a 
different writer. There are also other plausible con- 
jectures from which we may gather that it was the work 
of some other than Peter...But if it is recejved as 
Canonical, we must confess that Peter was its author, 
since not only is it inscribed with his name, but the 
writer himself witnesses that he lived with Christ...I 
therefore lay down that if the Epistle be deemed 
worthy of credit it proceeded from Peter, not that he 
wrote it himself, but that some one of his disciples at 
his command included in it what the necessity of the 
times required...Certainly, since the majesty of the 
Spirit of Christ exhibits itself in every part of the 
Epistle, I feel a scruple at rejecting it wholly, however 
much I fail to recognise in it the genuine language of 
Peter.’ 

Of the Epistle of St Fames he speaks more con- 
dently. ‘It is known,’ he writes, ‘from the evidence 
of Jerome and Eusebius, that this Epistle was not 
received formerly without a struggle by many churches. 
There are even at the present day some who do not 
think it worthy of authority. Stjll I willingly embrace 
it without doubt, because I see no sufficiently good 
reason for rejecting it...Certainly it cannot be required 
of all to treat of the same topic.’ And of the Epistle 
f St Fude he speaks in similar terms: ‘Although dif- 
[erent conflicting opinions were entertained about this 
Epistle also among the ancients; still because it is 
aseful for reading, and does not contain anything 
‘oreign to the purity of Apostolic doctrine, while al- 
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‘ready in former times it gained authority with the best 
‘writers, I willingly add it to the others.’ 
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In each case a personal and not a critical or his- 
torical test was applied. The result could not be long 
doubtful. The edition of the New Testament which 
was dedicated by Beza to Queen Elizabeth in the year 


‘lof Calvin’s death, exhibits very clearly the influence 


which usage exercised in the suppression of the early 
doubts on the Axtilegomena. In his preface to the 
Epistle to the Hebrews Beza examines and meets the 
arguments which had been brought against the belief 
in its Pauline authorship, and then concludes: ‘ Let us 
‘however allow liberty of judgment on this point, pro- 
‘vided only we all agree in this, that this Epistle was 
‘truly dictated by the Holy Spirit...while it is written 
‘in so excellent and so exact a method, that (unless we 
‘can suppose Apollos wrote it, whose learning and elo- 
‘quence combined with the greatest piety are highly 
‘praised in the Acts) scarcely any one except St Paul 
‘could have been the writer. He afterwards notices 
generally the doubts entertained as to Fames, 2 Peter, 
2 and 3 Fohkn, and Fude, but sets them aside without 


discussion. His preface to the Apocalypse is far more - 


elaborate. In this he discusses in some detail the ob- 
jections raised by Erasmus to its Apostolic origin, and 
pronounces them in general to be severally weak and 
futile. ‘This being the case, he argues, ‘although I do 
‘not think that we ought to dispute too obstinately as 
‘to the name of the writer, still I should be inclined to 
‘assign the book to John the Apostle rather than to any 
‘one else...If however it were allowed to form a conjec- 
‘ture from the style, I should assign it to no one rather 
‘than Mark, who also is himself called John. The 
‘character of this book being similar to and almost iden- 
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‘tical with that of the Gospel of Mark, not only in words 
‘but also in general phraseology...Finally, we are led 
‘to believe that the Holy Spirit was pleased to gather 
‘into this most precious book those predictions of the 
‘earlier Prophets which remained to be fulfilled after the 
‘coming of Christ, and also added some particulars, as 
‘far as He knew that it concerned us to be acquainted 
‘with them.’ 

From what has been said it will appear that the sub- 
ject of the Canon was not one which excited any marked 
interest among the chief Swiss reformers. Custom fixed 
the details of their judgment, and by a gradual process 
the Bible was more and more removed (as was formally 
the case in the Romish Church) from the region of 
history. The idea of Inspiration was substituted for that 
of Canonicity. The recognition of variety and advance 
in the records of Revelation was virtually forbidden. The 
test of authority was placed in individual sentiment, and 
not in the common witness of the congregation. 

The progress of thought thus indicated is seen yet 
more clearly in the public acts of the Reformed Calvinis- 
tic Churches. In these also there is a rapid advance 
from a general assertion of the claims of Holy Scripture 
to an exact and rigid definition of the character and 
contents of the Bible. No notice is taken of the limits 
of the Canon in the Confessions of Faith issued by 
Zwingli. In the first Confession of Faith at Basle (1534), 
which is said to have been moulded on the Confession of 
CEcolampadius, a general reference is made to ‘ Holy 
‘Biblical Scripture,’ to which every opinion is submitted’. 
In the first Helvetic Confession (1536) Canonical Scrip- 
ture, that is ‘the Word of God, given by the Holy Spirit, 
‘and set forth by the Prophets and Apostles,’ is declared 


1 Niemeyer, Coll. Confess. p. 104. 


Chap. iii. 


SFudgments 
on Scripture 
in the re- 


Jormed 


Confessions. 


1§23-—-1530 
A.D, 





492 THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY. [Part 


Chap. iii, | to be ‘the oldest and most perfect philosophy, which 
‘alone contains completely all piety and all the rule of 
‘life’’ The same general description is found in the 
Genevan Catechism, published by Calvin in 1545%, and 
lin the later Helvetic Confession of 1566°. The Belgian 
Confession (1561—63), which was influenced in some 
|degree by the English Articles, treats of the Canon at 
some length. ‘We embrace, it is said, ‘Holy Scrip- 
‘ture in those two volumes of the Old and New Testa- 
‘ment, which are called the Canonical Books, about 
‘which there is no controversy*.’ Then follows a list 
of the Hebrew Canon and of the books of the New 
| Testament, as we receive them. ‘These books alone, 
: next article continues, ‘we receive as sacred and 


—_ — 





‘Canonical, on which our faith can rest, by which it can 
‘be confirmed and established. And we believe all those 
‘things which are contained in them, and that not so 
‘much because the Church receives and approves them 
‘as Canonical, as because the Holy Spirit witnesses to 
‘our consciences that they emanated from God; and on 
‘this account also that they themselves sufficiently wit- 
‘ness to and of themselves approve this their proper 
‘authority...’ ‘Moreover we lay down a difference be- 
‘tween these sacred books and those which men call 
‘Apocryphal, inasmuch as the Church can read the 
‘Apocryphal books, and take out proof from them so 
‘far as they agree with the Canonical books; but their 
‘authority and certainty is by no means such that any 
‘dogma of Christian faith or religion can certainly be 
‘established from their testimony...And therefore with 
‘these divine Scriptures and this truth of God no other 


= i C$ 


1 Niemeyer, pp. 105, 115. * Art. 3—7, pp. 361—3. Altered 
3 Jb. p. 159. afterwards to ‘there never was aby 
3 Jb. p. 467. ‘ controversy.’ 





II.] THE WESTMINSTER CONFESSION. 





human writings however holy, no custom, nor multi- 


‘tude, nor antiquity, nor prescription of time, nor suc- 
‘cession of persons, nor any councils, no decrees or sta- 
‘tutes of men in fine, are to be compared, inasmuch as 
‘the truth of God excels all things.’ Statements to the 
same gerferal effect, with some verbal agreements, are 
found in the Articles of the French refortred Church of 
1561’; but there is this significant difference, that the 
Epistle to the Hebretws is placed iri the French catalogue 
apart from the Epistles of St Paul. The Westminster 
Assembly, which first met in 1643, followed the same 
method in dealing with Scripture, and the words of their 
Confession may be taken as an exact arid mature expres- 
Sion of the feelings of the Calvinistic churches on the 
subject of the Bible. 

‘Art.i. ...It pleased the Lord at sundry titnés and 
‘in divers manners to reveal Himself and to declare His 
‘will unto His Church; and...to commit the same 
wholly unto writing ; which maketh the Holy Scripture 
to be most necessary ; those formér ways of God’s re- 
vealing His will unto His people being now ceased. 

‘fi. Under the name of Holy Scripture, or the Word 
of God written, are now contained all the books of the 
Old and New Testament, which @re these: 

‘Of the Old Testament, Genests...Malachi. 

‘Of the New Testament, Zhe Gospel according to 
Vatthew...The Revelation of Fohn. 

‘All which are given by inspiration of God to be the 
rule of faith and life. 

‘ji, The books commorily called Apocrypha, not 
being of Divine inspiration, are no part of the Canon of 
Scripture; and therefore are of no authority in the 


3 Niemeyer, p. 311. 
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‘Church of God, nor to be any otherwise approved or 
‘made use of than other human writings. 

‘iv. The authority of the Holy Scripture, for which 
‘it ought to be believed and obeyed, dependeth not upon 
‘the testimony of any man or Church; but wholly upon 
‘God (who is truth itself) the Author thereof; and there- 
‘fore it is to be received because it is the Word of God. 

‘vy. We may be moved and induced by the testi- 
‘mony of the Church to an high and reverent esteem of 
‘the Holy Scripture...yet notwithstanding our full per- 
‘suasion and assurance of the infallible truth and Divine 
‘authority thereof is from the inward work of the Holy 
‘Spirit bearing witness by and with the Word in our 
‘hearts.’ 

The controversies on the text of the Bible, which . 
form a painful episode in the ecclesiastical annals of the 
seventeenth century, added yet severer precision to defi- 
nitions like these, which seem sufficiently stringent. The 
most exact and rigid declaration of the Inspiration of 
the Bible which is found in any public Confession of 
Faith was drawn up in the Swiss Declaration of 1675, 
which forms a characteristic close to this division of our 
history’. ‘Almighty God,’ thus the articles commence, 
‘not only provided that His Word, which is a power to. 
‘every one who believes, should be committed to writing 
‘through Moses, the Prophets, and Apostles, but also has 
‘watched over it with a fatherly care up to the present 
‘time, and guarded lest it might be corrupted by the 
‘craft of Satan or any fraud of man...’ Thus the ‘He , 
‘brew volume of the Old Testament, which we have 
‘received from the tradition of the Jewish Church, to 
‘which formerly the oracles of God were committed, 
‘and retain at the present day, both in its consonants 

1 Niemeyer, p. 730 
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‘and in its vowels,—the points themselves, or at least 
‘the force of the points,—and both in its substance and 
‘in its words is divinely inspired, so that together with 
‘the volume of the New Testament it is the single and 
‘uncorrupted Rule of our faith and life, by whose stand- 
‘ard, as by a touchstone, all Versions which exist, 
‘whether Eastern or Western, must be tried, and wher- 
‘ever they vary be made conformable to it.’ 


: § 4. The Arminian School. 


Yet such doctrines as these were not promulgated 
without opposition. Historical criticism was. universally 
subordinate to doctrinal controversy, but still at times it 
made itself felt. In this respect the influence of the Ar- 
minian School upon the study of Holy Scripture was too 
great to be neglected in any account of the history of the 
Canon. The principles which were embodied in their 
teaching belonged to the dawn of the Reformation, 
though they only found adequate expression at a later 
time. Grotius (de Groot) may be taken as their repre- 
sentative, and no one can have used his Annotations 
without feeling that his power of interpreting Scripture, 
though practically marred by many faults, was yet in 
several respects far superior to that of his contempo- 
raries. His Commentary includes notes on the Old Testa- 
ment, the Apocrypha, and the New Testament. On 
the Antilegomena of the New Testament he speaks in 
defail: ‘It is most obvious,’ he says, ‘that the £pzstle 


‘to the Hebrews was not written by St Paul, from the " 


‘ difference in style between this Epistle and the Epistles 
‘of St Paul;’ and he then points out various reasons 
which lead him to attribute it to St Luke. ‘Those who 


“have rejected the Epistle of Fames...had reasons, but \er 
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‘not good reasons, for they saw that it was opposed to 
‘their views: This I remarked, that all might see how 
‘perilous it is to recede from the general agreement of 
‘the Church.” ‘I believe,’ he says, ‘that the original 
‘title of 2 Peter was the Epistle of Simeon,’ z.e. of the 
successor of James in the bishopric of Jerusalem ; ‘and 
‘that the present Epistle was made up of two epistles 
‘by this primitive bishop, of which the second begins at 
‘the third chapter.’ ‘Many of the ancients,’ he writes, 
‘believed that 2 and 3 ohn were not the works of the 
‘Apostle, with whom Eusebius and Jerome do not dis- 
‘agree; and there are weighty arguments in favour of 
‘that opinion.’ ‘I am wholly led to believe that the 
‘Epistle of Fude was the work of Judas a bishop of 
‘Jerusalem in the time of Hadrian.’ On the contrary, 
he maintains that the Ajocalypse is a geruine work of 
the Apostle. ‘Those early writers believed that it was 
‘a work of the Apostle John, who justly claim our cre- 
‘dence.’ ‘I believe however that it was kept in the care 
‘of the Presbyter John, a disciple of the Afostie, and 
‘that therefore it came to pass that it was supposed by 
‘some to be his work.’ 


§ 5. Zhe English Church. 


The history of the Canon in England is clearly re 
flected in the history of the English translations of the 
Bible. The work which was begun by Alfric and Wycliffe 
was brought to a worthy completion in the reign of 
Henry VIII. and his successors ; and the various Bibles 
which were issued exhibit in details of classification and 
order the changes of feeling which arose with regard to 
the Apocrypha of the Old and the Axntilegomena of the 
New Testament. 





ITI.) TYNDALE’S NEW TESTAMENT. 


The first edition of the New Testament which was 
printed in English was that of WILLIAM TYNDALE. This 
probably was completed at Worms in 1525 in two forms, 
quarto and octavo. <A single copy including Matt. i— 
XXii. 12 is all that remains of the quarto edition, but 
this contains after the Prologue a list of the books of 
the New Testament identical with that of Luther. 
Twenty-three books (Matthew—3 John) are numbered. 
The Epistle to the Hebrews, Fames, Fude, and the Afo- 
calypse, are placed together at the end without numbers. 
The second Epistle of St Peter and 2 and 3 Fohn on the 
other hand are placed with 1 Peter and 1 Fohkn. The 
octavo edition of the same date, of which the text has 
been preserved entire, gives the books in the same order. 
In the revised edition of 1534, Tyndale added Prologues 
to the several books in which he notices the same doubts 
which Luther noticed, except that he is silent on the 
Apocalypse, though he decides generally in favour of the 
authority of the disputed books. ‘Whether [the Epsstle 
‘to the Hebrews| were Paul’s or no I say not, but per- 


‘mit it to other men’s judgments; neither think I it to. 


‘be an article of any man’s faith, but that a man may 
‘doubt. of the author’.’ ‘But in spite of these doubts 
‘this Epistle ought no more to be refused for a holy, 
‘godly, and catholic, than the other authentic Scrip- 
‘tures*.” ‘Though [the Epzstle of St Fames) were refused 
‘in old time, and denied of many to be the Epistle of a 
‘very Apostle, and though also it lay not the foundation 
‘of the faith of Christ...methinketh it ought of right to 
‘be taken for Holy Scripture®.’ ‘As for the Epzstle of 
‘ Fudas, though men have and yet do doubt of the author 
‘...I see not but that it ought to have the authority of 

1 Doctrinal Treatises, & c. p. 521 2 Jb. p. 523. 
(ed. Park. Soc.). 3 Jb. p. 525. 
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‘Holy Scripture’’ In his Prologues to 2 Peter and 2 
and 3 Yokn (like Luther) he does not refer to any doubts 
as to the Canonicity of the Epistles*. 

The subsequent editions of the English Bible up to 
the Authorized Edition of 1611 offer no points of special 
interest with regard to the history of the Canon of the 
New Testament*®, In the Genevan Bible alone notice 
is taken in the preface to the Epistle to the Hebrews 
of the doubts as to whether St Paul wrote it (‘as it is 
‘not like’), but no reference is made to the doubts as 
to the authority of the other disputed books. 

Practically the English Canon of the New Testament 
was settled by usage. The authoritative teaching of the 
Church of England in the Articles is not removed beyond 
all question. In the Articles of 1552 it was affirmed 
that ‘Holy Scripture containeth all things necessary to 
‘salvation, but nothing was then said of the books in- 
cluded under that title. Inthe Elizabethan Articles of 
1562 and 1571 a definition was added: ‘In the name 
‘of Holy Scripture we do understand those Canonical 
‘books of the Old and New Testament of whose autho- 
‘rity was never any doubt in the Church.’ Then follows 
a statement ‘Of the names and number of the Canonical 
‘books,’ in which the books of the Old Testament are 
enumerated at length. <A list of the Old Testament 
Apocrypha is given next, imperfect in the Latin, but 
complete in the English; and at the end it is said: 
‘all the books of the New Testament, as they are com- 
‘monly received, we do receive and account them for 
‘Canonical ;’ but no list is given*. A strict interpreta- |. 

1 * * . . : 
: onthe nen relation of Tyn- Che cp ae seit . 
dale’s Prologues to Luther’s see His- 4 Hardwick, Hist. of the Article, '; 


tory of the English Bible, pp. 152 ff. App. UI. p. 275. The Latin tet : 
°F tne changes with regard to the (1562) only notices the Apocrypha 
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tion of the language of the Article thus leaves a differ- 
ence between Canonical books and such Canonical 
books as have never been doubted in the Church’. Nor | 
is it a complete explanation of the omission of a cata- 
logue that the Articles were framed with a special refer- | 
ence to the Church of Rome, with which the Church | 
of England had no controversy as to the New Testa- 


ment; for the Catalogue of the New Testament books , 


is given, not only in the French and Belgian Articles, 
which alone of the foreign Confessions contain any list 
of the books of Scripture, but also in the Westminster 
Confession and in the Irish Articles*. 

But whatever may be the explanation of this ambi- 
guity,—even if we admit that the framers of our Articles 
were willing to allow a certain freedom of opinion on a 
question which was left undecided, not only by the Lu- 
theran, but by many Calvinistic Churches,—there can be 
no doubt as to the general reception of all the books 
of the New Testament as they now stand by our chief 
Reformers. Tyndale in his Prologues notices the doubts 
as to the Apostolical authority of the Epistles of St 
Jude and St James and of the Epistle to the Hebrews; 
but he adds that ‘he sees no reason why they should 
‘not be accounted parts of Holy Scripture®.’ Bishop 
Jewel rebuts Stapleton’s charge that he rejected the 
Epistle of St James on the authority of Calvin‘. Bul- 
linger’s Decades contain a list of all the books of the 
New Testament in the ‘roll of the Divine Scripturcs*’ 


books, without distinguishing the U. 1 ff.; Hardwick, 76. App. v1. 
Apocryphal additions to Esther, % He makes no preface to the 
Daniel, and Jeremiah. Apocalypse. 

1 Some light may be perhaps ‘ Jewel, Defence of Apology, Pt. 
thrown upon this strange ambiguity, II. ix. 1. 
which, as far as I know, is not no- © Bullinger, Decades, 1. p. 54 (ed. 
ticed in any history of the Articles. Park. Soc.). 

2 Confes. Fid. Cap. i.; Niemeyer, 
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Whitaker affirms that our Church receives ‘the same 
‘books of the New Testament and those only, as were 
‘enumerated at the Council of Trent;’ though he notices 
the doubts of the Lutherans and of Caietan in parti- 
cular as to the seven Antilegomena*. Fulke again in 
his answer to Martin states that the Holy Scriptures 
according to the acknowledgment of the English Church 
are ‘all and every one of equal credit and authority, 
‘as being all inspired of God’...’ But it is useless to 
multiply quotations, for I am not aware that the judg- 
ment of the English Church as expressed by her theo- 
logians has ever varied as to the Canonical authority 
of any of the books of the New Testament. If she left 
her sons at liberty to test the worth of their inheritance, 
they have learnt to value more highly what they have 
proved more fully. The same Apostolic books as gave 
life and strength to the early Churches quicken our own. 
And they are recognised in the same way, by familiar 
and reverent use, and not by any formal decree. 


Conclusion. 


Little now remains to be added on a retrospect of 
the history of the Canon. That whole history is itself a 
striking lesson in the character and conduct of the Pro- 
vidential government of the Church. The recognition of 
the Apostolic writings as authoritative and complete was 
partial and progressive, like the formalizing of doctrine. 
and the settling of ecclesiastical order. But each succes- 
sive step was virtually implied in that which preceded; 
and the principle by which they were all directed was 
acknowledged from the first. 


1 Whitaker, Disp. on Scripture, 3 Fulke, Defence of the Transla- 
c. xvi. p. 105 (ed. Park, Soc.). tion of the Bible, p. 8 (ed. Park. Soc.). 
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Thus it is that it is impossible to point to any period 


as marking the date at which our present Canon was 
determined. When it first appears, it is presented not 
as a novelty but as an ancient tradition. Its limits were 
‘fixed in the earliest times by use rather than by criticism; 
and this use itself was based on immediate knowledge. 

For it is of the utmost importance to remember that 
the Canon was never referred in the first ages to the 
authority of Fathers or Councils. The appeal was made 
not to the judgment of men but to that of Churches, and 
of those particularly which were most nearly interested 
in the genuineness of separate writings. And thus it is 
found that while all the Canonical books are supported 
by the concurrent testimony of all, or at least of many 
Churches, no more than isolated opinions of private men 
can be brought forward in support of the authority of 
any other writings. For the New Testament Apocrypha 
can hold a place by the side of the Apostolic books only 
so long as our view is limited to a narrow range: a com- 
prehensive survey of their general relations shews the 
real interval by which they are separated. 

And this holds true even of those books which are 
exposed to the most serious doubts. The Canonicity of 
the second Epistle of St Peter, which on purely histo- 
rical grounds cannot be pronounced certainly authentic, 
is yet supported by evidence incomparably more weighty 
than can be alleged in favour of that of the Epistle of 
Barnabas, or of the Shepherd of Hermas, the best 
attested of Apocryphal writings. Nor must it be for- 
gotten that in the fourth century numerous sources of 
information were still open to which we can no longer 
have recourse. And how important these may have been 
for the history of the Canon can be rightly estimated by 
the results which have followed from some recent disco- 
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veries, which have tended without exception to remove 
specious difficulties and to confirm the traditional judg- 
ments of the Church. 

But though external evidence is the proper proof both 
of the authenticity and authority of the New Testament, 
it is supported by powerful internal testimony drawn 


from the relations of the books to one another and to the — 
early developments of Christian doctrine. Subjective | 


criticism when used as an independent guide is always 
uncertain, and often treacherous ; but when it is confined 
to the interpretation and comparison of historic data, it 
confirms as well as illustrates. And no one perhaps can 
read the New Testament as a whole, even in the pursuit 
of some particular investigation, without gaining a con- 
viction of its unity not less real because it cannot be 
expressed or transferred. But while this must be matter 
of personal experience, the connexion of the Apostolic 
writings with the characteristic forms of early doctrine is 
clearer and more tangible. Something has been said 
already on this subject, and it offers a wide field for 
future investigation. For the New Testament is not 
only a complete spring of Christian truth; it is alsoa 
perfect key to the history of the Christian Church. 

To the last however it will be impossible to close up 
every avenue of doubt, and the Canon, like all else that 
has a moral value, can be determined only with practical 
and not with demonstrative certainty. But to estimate 
the comparative value of this proof, let any one contrast 
the evidence on which we receive the writings of St 
Paul or St John with that which we regard as satisfac- 
tory in the case of the letters of Cicero or Pliny. The 
result is as striking as it is for the most part unnoticed. 


Yet the record of divine Revelation when committed to | 


human care is not, at least apparently, exempted from 
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the accidents and caprices which affect the transmission | Co=clusion. 
of ordinary books. And if the evidence by which its 
authenticity is supported is more complete, more varied, 

more continuous, than can be brought forward for any 

other book, it is because it appeals with universal power 

to the conscience of mankind: because the Church which 

under the influence of the Spirit first recognised in it the 

law of its constitution has never failed to seek in it fresh 
guidance and strength. 
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A. The Clas- 
sical use of 


xaveiy. 
1, Literally. 


2. Afetagpho- 
vically, 


APPENDIX A. 


ON THE HISTORY OF THE WORD KANON}. 


HE original meaning of xavwv (connected with 732, xan, 

xavva, canna [canalis, channel], cane, cannon) is a straighl 

rod, as a ruler, or rarely the beam of a balance; and this with 

the secondary notion either (1) of keeping anything straight, a 

the rods of a shield, or the rod (Hciatorium) used in weaving; 

or (2) of testing straightness, as a carpenter's rule, and even 
improperly a plumbline. 

From the sense of literal measurement naturally followed 
the metaphorical use of xavwy (like regula, norma, rule) to 
express that which serves to measure or determine anything; 
whether in Ethics, as the good man (Ar. £¢h, (Vic. 111. 4, 5); 
or in Art, as the Doryphorus of Polycletus (0 xavow); or iD 
Language, as the ‘Canons’ of Grammar’. 

With a slight variation in meaning, great epochs whid 
served as landmarks of history, were called xavoves ypovud' 
and xavwy was used for a summary account of the contents of 
a work—the rule, as it were, by which its composition was 
determined’. 

One instance of the metaphorical use of the word requues 
special notice. The Alexandrine grammarians spoke of the 
classic Greek authors, as a whole, as o xavwy, the absolute 
standard of pure language, the perfect model of composition’. 


1 Credner has investigated the *°Cf. Credner, p. 10. To ths 
early meanings of the word at con- sense must be referred the ussal 
siderable length, but I cannot ac- Canons of various authors, and 
cept all his conclusions (Zur Gesch. Eusebian Canons of the New Tests 
ad. K. 3—68). ment. 

2 References for all these mean- ‘4 Redepenning, Origines, I. 12. 
ings are given in the Lexicons. 
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y a common transition in the history of words, xavuwy as 
which measures was afterwards used for that which is so 
ured. Thus a certain place at Olympia was called xayuy, 
in late Greek xavwv (canon) was used for a fixed tax, as 
rm'. So also in Music, a canon is a composition in which 
2n melody is the model on which all the parts are strictly 
d. 

o far we have traced the common use of xaywy, and 
st sight the application of the word to the collection of 
c authors seems to offer a complete explanation of its use 
ation to Holy Scripture; but the ecclesiastical history of 
‘ord lends no support to such an hypothesis. The word 
’s in its literal sense in Judith xiii. 6 (LXX.) for the rod at 
1ead of a couch; and again in Job xxxvili. 5 (Aq.) for 
asuring line (1, owapriov, LXX. inca, Vulg.)’. 

1 the New Testament it is used in two passages of St 
s Epistles. In one (Gal. vi 16, door rg xavon (regula, 
) rovrw orotxyoover) the abstract idea of the Christian 
f faith 1s connected by the verb with the primary notion 
. outward measure. In the second (2 Cor. x. 13—16, 
TO yLéetpov Tov Kavovos (regul@, Vulg.) xara Tov Kavova. nay 
Aorpiw xavove) the transition from an active to a passive 
is very clearly marked. 

1 later Christian writers the metaphorical use of xavwy 
y frequent, both in a general sense (Clem. R. ad Corinth. 
‘avwv THS UToTayNS’ C. 7, 0 evxAens Kal GEenvos THS ayias 
ws xavwv); and also in reference to a definite rule (éd. c. 
wpicpeévos THS AetToupyias Kavwv*), One use of the word 
rer rose into peculiar prominence, and is of great im- 
ice with regard to the history of Holy Scripture. He- 
us (cf. pp. 202 sqq.), according to the narration of 
ius, spoke of those who tried to corrupt the ‘sound rule 


Forcellinus and Du Cange, and »duos. Credner, ss. 11 f. 
non. 5 Credner (s. 15) thinks that the 
e word is used by Philo in word even here describes an ideal 
ion with, wapdyye\ua, pos, standard. 
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whether 
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Appendix A. ‘ (rov vyuy xavova) of the saving proclamation;’ and whether the 
words be exactly quoted or not, they are fully supported by 


Abstract, or 


Concrete 
(the Creed). 


the authority of subsequent writers’. 


The early fathers, from 


the time of Irenzus, continually appeal to the Rui of 
Christian teaching,—variously modified in the different phrases 
the Rule of the Church, the Rule of Truth, the Rule of Faith’,— 
in their controversy with heretics; and from the first, as it 
seems, it was regarded in a double form. At one time it is an 
abstract ideal standard, handed down to successive genem- 
tions, the inner law, as it were, which regulated the growth 
and action of the Church, felt rather than expressed, realized 


| rather than defined. At another time it is a concrete form, 


a set creed, embodying the great principles which characterized 


1 In the Clementine Homilies the 
word xavdy is of frequent occurrence. 
Thus the principle of a duality in 
nature and Revelation is described 
as 6 Adyos Tod epopyrixod Kaydvos, 6 
Kavuy Tis cuguylas (Hom. 11. 15, 18, 
33). In like manner mention is 
made of the ‘Rule of the Church’ 
and of the ‘Rule of Truth;’ and it 
was by this Rule that apparent dis- 
crepancies of Scripture were to be 
reconciled, by this that the unity of 
the Jewish nation was preserved 
(Clem. ad Fac. 2, 19; Petr. ad Fac. 
3; Petr. ad Fac. 1). Cf. Credner, 
ss. 17 ff. 

2 Each of these three phrases 
possesses a peculiar meaning corre- 
sponding to the notions of the 
Church, the Truth, the Faith. 

i. ‘O xavow ris éxxdnolas ex- 
presses that Rule or governing prin- 
ciple by which the Church of God 
in its widest sense is truly held to- 
gether, and yet gradually unfolded 
in the different stages of its growth. 
In early Christian writers it specially 
described that which was the com- 
mon ground of the Old and New 
Testaments. Cf. Clem. Alex. Strom. 
vir. 16. 105; Orig. de Princ. IV. 9. 
But it is no less applied to the pe- 
culiar Rule and order of the Chris- 
tian Church; yet still to that Rule 


as being one, and not as made up df 
many rules. Cf. Corn. ap. Euseb. 
H, £. Vt. 43- So also we find can 
éxxAnotacrixds in Syxod. Ant. ap. 
Routh, Rell. ul. 291; Concil. Ne 
Can. 2, 6, &c. And as applied to 
details, 6 xayayin Conc. Neocas. 

14. Cf. Routh, Iv. 208. Yet cf Syw. 
Ant. ap. Routh, III. §05. 

ii. ‘O xavay ris dAnbelas. As 
the Rule of the Church regarded 
outward embodiment of divine teach 
ing in a society, so the Rule of Trot 
had reference to the informing le 
by which it is inspired. Clem. Ale. 
vil. 16. For the Christian this Rele 
was the expression of the fand 
mental articles of his creed. @ 
Iren. c. Hart. 9. 4; 22.1; Novt 
de Trin. 21; Firm. Ep. (Cype 
LXXV. 

iii. ‘O xavdw ris wicrews. Th 
Rule of Truth, when viewed in ths 
concrete form, became the Ruk 
Faith. The phrase first occas 3 
the letter of Polycrates (Ess 
H. E. Vv. 24), and repeatedly in Te 
tullian (e.g. de Vel. Virg. 1). 

Credner has discussed these "Fr 
rious phrases with his usgal cat 
and research ; but it is surprising © 
find a scholar speaking 


repeatedly ff 
of 6 xavdy éxcAnovacriucés (a. @ 0° 


SS. 20—§58). 
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_ the doctrine and practice of the Catholic Church. Thus | Appendix A. 


- §Lord among them’.’ 


Clement speaks of the ‘ Ecclesiastical Canon’ as consisting in 
the ‘harmonious concord of the Law and the Prophets with the 
‘dispensation (d:a@yjxn) given to men at the presence of the 
In other words, the Rule which deter- 
mined the progress of the Church was seen in that principle of 
‘unity by which its several parts were bound together, ‘in virtue 
‘of the appropriate dispensations [granted at successive pe- 
‘riods], or rather in virtue of one dispensation adapted to the 
‘wants of different times*.’ But this principle of unity found 
a clear expression ‘in the one unchangeable rule of faith’,’ the 
Apostolic enunciation of the great facts of the Incarnation, in 
which all earlier Revelations and later hopes found their expla- 


- nation and fulfilment. 


_ At the beginning of the fourth century the word received a 
still more definite and restricted meaning, without losing the 
original idea involved in it. The standard of revealed truth 
was the measure of practice no less than of belief; and 
Synodical decisions were regarded in detail as ‘Canons’ of 
Christian action*. In particular the sum of such decisions 
affecting those specially devoted to the ministry in holy things 
was the ‘Rule’ by which they were bound; and they were 
described simply as ‘those included in or belonging to the 
‘Rule,’ just as we now speak of ‘ordination’ and ‘orders*.’ 


4 Clem. Alex. Strom. VI. 15. 125: 
wavey éxxdnovcriKds 4) cuvyila xal 
4 cupduria vouov tre kal wrpodyrwy 
TH cata rhvy rod Kuplou rapovciay 
wapadiSopery Siadjxy. Cf. p. 204, 


Re 4 
3 Clem. Alex. Strom. VII. 17. 107: 
ward re ovv tbwocracw xard re éni- 
poay xaTd re apxiy xara te éLoxiy 
abow elval dayev thy dpxalay xal 
aaboduxhy éxxdnolay, els dvornra xi- 
Grews puds Kara tas olxelas dcabjcas, 
meddov be cata tiv diabjnyy Thy play 
‘hapipos rots xpévors, évds (Tov Geod) 
we sada & évds (zou xuplov), 
ay Tous in xarareraypué- 

@eovs, obs power 6 Geos Sixalous éco- 


Lévous wpo KaraBoAns Koopou éyrwxws. 

3 Tertull. de Vel. Virg. 1. 

* The ordinances of Gregory of 
Neo-Czesarea (c. 262 A.D.) and those 
of Peter of Alexandria (c. 306 A.D.), 
taken from his work repl peravolas 
(Routh, Rell. Sacr. 111. 286 ff.; Iv. 
23 ff.), are called ‘Canons,’ but it is 
probable that the title was given to 
them at a later time. The first 
Council which gave the name of 
Canons to its decrees was that of 
Antioch (341 A.D.): in the earlier 
Councils they were called 3&ypara 
or Spa. Cf. Credner, p. 51 n. 

5 The earliest instance of this use 
of the word with which I am ac- 


(y) The Rule 
of Discipline. 
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a passive 


SCnSe. 


ii. As ap- 
plied to Holy 
Scripture. 
The deriva- 
tives of 
xavuy were 
used 


There was a further stage in the history of the word when it 
(8) Canon in | assumed a definitely passive meaning, as when applied to the 
fixed Psalms appointed for festivals, or to the ‘Canon,’ the in- 
variable element of the Roman Liturgy, in the course of which 
the dead were commemorated or ‘ canonized.’ 

Hitherto no instance of the application of the word xarew 
to the Holy Scriptures has been noticed, and the earliest with 
which I am acquainted occurs in Athanasius; but the denva- 
tives xavoyixds, xavovi{w occur in Origen*, though these words 


quainted occurs in the Nicene de- 
crees: Can. 16: mpeoBirepo 9 dia- 
kovo. 7 Sdws ev rp xavon eferafouevos. 
Can. 17: wodXol ev rq@ xavon éferafe- 
pevot. Can. 19:...repl Trav Staxoncowy 
cal OAws Tww év TE Kavorr (al. KAHpy) 
éferatoudvwy. Cf. Conc. Ant. Can. 
6: 6 avrds dé dpos émt daixaw xal 
mpeoBurépwy Kai dtaxuywy xal way- 
Tw trav év TH Kavom (al. év rT KAT- 
py) Kxaradreyouévwv. Conc. Chale. 
2: 7 6d\ws Twa Tov Kavovos. But this 
kavew must not be confounded with 
the xaradoyos, though the same per- 
sons might be described as év rq 
karadéoym and éy r@ «avd. Thus 
the two are Joined in Conc. Trull. 5: 
pnoels raw év leparixw xatadéyw Tu 
év re xavom...Again in Conc. Tol. 
III. 5: qui vero sub canone ecclesias- 
fico jacuerint... Athanas. (?) de 
Virgin. 1. p. 1052: oval wapbévy ry 
Bh ovoy bro xavova. Cf. Conc. Ant. 
I. The word xavovxol first occurs 
in Cyril (Catech. Pref. 3, cf. Coste. 
Laod. 15; Conc. Constant. 1. 6), 
and is found frequently in later wri- 
ters. Du Cange (s. v.) quotes a 
passage which illustrates very well 
the origin of the word: Canonici se- 
cundum canones—an earlier writer 
would have said canonem—regulares 
secundum regulam vivant. 

Bingham (Axntig. 1. §, 10) and 
Credner (p. 56), though with hesita- 
tion, identify the «xaywy and the xa- 
Tadoyos, but the passages quoted 
are I think conclusive against the 
identification. 


1 Cf. Suicer, s. v. 

The interchange of xayonxés and 
xaOodxds, not only in the title of the 
seven Catholic Epistles but else- 
where, is a singular proof of the sup- 
posed universality of an authonta- 
tive judgment of the Church. Cf 
Euseb. H.£. 11 5; Conc. Carthag. 
XXIv. (Int. Gr.). 

There is a curious account of s- 
vovixn — the mathematical basis 
music—in Aulus Gellius, 4. A, XVI 
18; and in other Roman scientific 
writers the word casonicus is 
to express that which is determined 
by definite rules, as the phenomess 
of the heavens. Cf. August. df 
Civ, Dei, U1. 15. 1, and Forcellinus 
S. Vv. 

* Orig. de Princ. 1V. 33: in Senp 
turis Canonicis nusquam ad priesens 
invenimus. Id. Prof. in Cantic. sf: 
Illud tamen palam est multa vel sb 
apostolis vel ab evangelistis exempls 
esse prolata et Novo Testamento i- 
serta, que in his Scripturis quas 
Canonicas habemus, nunquam | 
mus, in apocryphis tamen invenit- 
tur et evidenter ex ipsis ostenduntar 
assumpta. Id. Comm. 12 Afatt.§ 117: 
In nullo regu/ari libro hoc positum 
invenitur. Id. Comm. in Matt. § 18: 
Nec enim scimus in libris canon 
tis historiam de Janne et Jambre 
resistentibus Mosi. Just before Re- 
finus says: Fertur ergo in Scriptuns 
non manifestis (te. a as 
he elsewhere translates the word). 
The phrase (Prol. iss Cantic. sf.) cam 
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did not come into common use till the beginning of the fourth 


century. In the interval Diocletian had attempted to destroy 
the ‘Scriptures of the Christian Law;’ and as far as his efforts 
tended to make a more complete separation of authoritative 
from unauthoritative books, they were likely to fix upon the 
former a popular and simple title. Yet even after the per- 
secution of Diocletian the word Canonical was not universally 
current. Eusebius I believe nowhere applies it to the Holy 
Scriptures; and its reappearance in the writings of Athanasius 
seems to shew that it was originally employed in the school of 
Alexandria, and thence passed into the general dialect of the 
Church. 

The original meaning of the whole class of words, Canonical, 
Canonize, Canon, in reference to the Scriptures is necessarily to 
be sought in that of the word first used. But xavovexes, like 
xavwv, was employed both in an active and in a passive sense. 
Letters which contained rules, and letters composed according 
to rule, were alike called Canonical’; and so the name may 
have been given to the Apostolic writings either as containing 
the standard of doctrine or as ratified by the decision of the 
Church. Popular opinion favours the first interpretation’: 
the prevalent usage of the word however is decidedly in 
favour of the second. Thus the Latin equivalent of xavovixds, 


neque apud Hebrzos...amplius 4a- Sacr. Il. 256 ff.). On the litera 
bcatur in Canone, is probably only a formate or canonica, cf. Bingham, 


rendering of xavovifoua. 

Since these words are found in 
works which survive only in the 
Latin version, they have been sus- 
pected by Redepenning (Ovigines, 1. 
239) to be due to Rufinus, and not 
to Origen. Credner follows Rede- 
penning without reserve. But I can 
see no ground for the suspicion. 
The fact that in one place we have 
vegularts and in another canonticus 
to express the same idea marks an 
exact translation. 

1 The canonical letter of Gregory 
of Czsarea (c. 262 A.D.) is an in- 
stance of the first kind (Routh, /e//. 


Il. 4, 5. 

2 Even Credner has sanctioned 
this view: ‘The Scriptures of the 
‘ Canon (ypadai xavovos) are,’ he says, 
‘the Scriptures of the Law: those 
‘writings are canonical which obtain 
‘the force of Law: those writings are 
‘canonized which are included among 
‘them’ (p. 67). Credner does not 
quote any instance of the phrase 
ypapal xavovos, nor do I know one; 
but he supports his view by refer- 
ence to the words scripiura@ legis in 
the Acts of Felix (cf. p. 409), and to 
littere fide in Tertullian de Prescr. 


14. 
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hefore the 
word stself, 





——ae 


but not com- 
monly till 
after the per- 
secution of 
Diocletian. 


(a) cavovinds 





(Bf) cavovige. 


(v) eave. 
The first use 
oS this word, 
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regularis, points to a passive sense, even though the analogy 


be imperfect. Ecclesiastics again of every grade were called 
Canontci, as bound by a common rule; and in later times we 
commonly read of canonical obedience, a canonical allowance, 
and canonical hours of prayer. 

The application of xavovi{w (BiBrAia xavovi{opeva, xexavor: 
opeva, axavovicra) to the Holy Scriptures confirms the belief 
that they were called cazonical in a passive sense. In classical 
Greek the word means to measure or form according to a fixed 
standard’. As in similar terms, the notion of approval was 
added to that of trial; and those writings might fitly be said 
to be canonized which were ratified by an authoritative mile 
Thus Origen says that ‘no one should use for the proof of doc 
‘trine books not included among the canonized Scriptures’, 
Athanasius again speaks of ‘books which are canonized («aren 
‘{oueva) and have been handed down’ from former time*. The 
Canon of [Laodicea] forbade the public reading of ‘books 
‘which had not been canonized (axayovwra).’ And at a later 
time we read ‘of books used in the Church and which have 
‘been canonized *.’ 

The clearest instance in early times of the application of 
the word xaywy to the Scriptures occurs at the end of the ent 
meration of the books of the Old and New Testaments com- 
monly attributed to Amphilochius. ‘This,’ he says, ‘would 
‘be the most unerring Canon of the Inspired Scriptures.’ The 


; measure, that 1s, by which the contents of the Bible might be 


1 Cf. Arist. Eth. Nic. 11. 3. 8, xa- pévy rijs awroorodicys sapadocess 
vovltouev 5é xal ras mpates ... ydovn wv éx Stadoxfs Kal pets waperryge- 
xal Avwy. In later times the word sey, pera xal ro0 xavovioas rarres 
was used to express regular gram- rods Adyous 77 Tou owrhpos bidaste 
matical inflexion. Schol. ad Hom. Ng (Afist. Ptolem. ap. Epiph. He. 
Odyss. 1X. 347: 1To 8¢ rp wéOev Ka- XXXIII. 7). 
voriterac; A very striking instance * Orig. Comm. m Afatt. § 38: 
of the use of the word in this sense, Nemo uti debet ad confirmationem 
as applied to the substance of Apo- dogmatum libris qui sunt extra @ 
stolic teaching, is found in the Let- nonizatas scripturas. 
ter of Ptolemaus to Flora: uadjoy +3 Athan. Zp. Fest. App. D. The 
Geov dtdovros etfs xal thy Tovrou [rod same phrase occurs in Leontius. 
ayabot] dpxny te xal yévynow agiwov- * Niceph. Stichomeatria, App. D. 
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tried, and so approximately an index or catalogue of its con- | Appendix A. 


stituent books’. But the use of the word was not confined 
within these limits. It was natural that the rule of written, 
no less than of traditional teaching, should be regarded in 
a concrete form. The ideas of the New Testament and of the 
Creed grew out of the same circumstances and were fixed by 
the same authority. Thus Athanasius and later writers speak of 
books ‘without the Canon,’ where the Canon is no longer the 
measure of Scripture, but Scripture itself as fixed and measured, 
. the definite collection of books received by the Church as au- 
thoritative. In this sense the word soon found general accept- 
ance. The Canon was the measured field of the theologian, 
marked out like that of the athlete or of the Apostle by ade- 
quate authority. 

But though this was, as I believe, the true meaning of the 
word, instances are not wanting in which the Scriptures are 
called a Rule, as being in themselves the measure of Christian 
truth ; for they possess an inherent authority though it was 


' meedful that they should be ratified by an outward sanction. | 
At the beginning of the fifth century Isidore of Pelusium calls | 
’ “the divine Scriptures the rule of truth’’; and it is useless to 


multiply examples from later ages. Time proved the worth of 


the Apostolic words. The ideal Rule preceded the material — 


Rule; but after a long trial the Church recognised in the Bible | 


the full enunciation of that law which was embodied in her 
formularies and epitomized in her Creeds. 


2 Amphil. Jam. ad Sel. App. D. 
2 Isid. Pelus. Ep. CX1V. 6 xavuy rfjs adynOelas al Ociar ypadal. 


Its later 
meaning. 





APPENDIX . B. 


ON THE USE OF APOCRYPHAL WRITINGS IN THE 
EARLY CHURCH. 


WO different classes of writings may be described as Apo- 
cryphal in respect to their claims to be admitted among 
the Canonical Scriptures of the New Testament. The first 
consists of the scanty remains of the works of the immediatt 
successors of the Apostles: the second of books professing 
either to be written by Apostles or to contain an authoritative 
record of their teaching. The history of the first class conse- 
quently illustrates the limits by which the idea of Canonicity 
was bounded; while the history of the second class offers a ct- 
terion of the critical tact by which the true and the false were 
distinguished by the early Church. The two classes together 
offer an instructive contrast to the New Testament as a whole, 
no less in their outward fortunes than in their inward chs- 
racter. : 
It would not have been surprising if the writings of the ; 
Apostolic Fathers had been invested with something of Apo- 
stolic authority, not indeed in accordance with their own 
claims', but by the pardonable reverence of a later age for ail 
those who had looked on the Truth at its dawning. Yet a few 
questionable epithets alone remain to witness to the existence 
of such a feeling; and no more than three books of this clas ; 
obtained a partial ecclesiastical currency, through which they 
were at first not clearly separated from the disputed writings & | 
the New Testament. 
The Epistle of Clement, the earliest and best authenticated 


1 Cf. pp. 56 ff. 








WRITINGS IN THE EARLY CHURCH. 





of uncanonical Christian writings, is quoted by Irenzus, by 
Clement of Alexandria, and by Origen, without anything to 
shew that they regarded it as an inspired book’. Eusebius 
omits all mention of it in his famous Catalogue of writings 
which claimed to be authoritative’; and though many later 
writers were acquainted with it, no one I believe favours its 
reception among the Canonical Scriptures *. 

The epistle of Barnabas, in consideration of the name of 
the ‘Apostle,’ and of the peculiar character of its teaching, 
gained a position at Alexandria which it does not appear to 
have ever held in any other place*. It is contained together 
with the Shepherd in the Sinaitic Manuscript of the Greek 
Bible. But Eusebius classes it among the ‘spurious’ books ; 
and Jerome calls it ‘ Apocryphal*.’ 

The Shepherd of Hermas again, which approximates in 
form and manner most closely to the pattern of Holy Scrip- 
tures, though commonly quoted with respect by the Greek 
fathers, is expressly stated by Tertullian to have been excluded 
from the New Testament ‘ by every Council of the Churches,’ 
Catholic or schismatic’®. 

Nor was it a mere accident that these three writings occu- 
pied a peculiar position. They were supposed to be written by 
men who were honoured by direct Apostolic testimony. But 
the letters of Polycarp and Ignatius, whose names the New 
















The Epi 
i aor iote 


The She 
herd of oe 
Hermas, 


1 Iren. 111. 3. 3 (lxavwrdrny ypa- 
4); Clem. Alex. Strom. 7. 38; IV. 
17. 107 (6 dxécrodos KAfyns) ; VI. 8. 
65. Cf tb. v.12. 81. Orig. de Prine. 
11. 3.6; Sel. in Eszechk. viii. Cf. tn 

nw. T. VI. 36. 

3 EKuseb. #7. £. 111. 25. Cf. p. 415. 
This isthe more remarkable because he 
elsewhere mentions the Epistle with 
great respect, cf. iii.16: weyddy cal Oav- 
pacla éxiorohy. Cf. also H. £. v1. 13. 

3 Comp. Lightfoot, pp. 272 ff. 

* Clem. Alex. Sérom. 11.6. 31: elxé- 
rws ow 6 dwécrodos Baprdfas...15. 
7.353 Ir, 20. 116: oS por Set rra- 


wapabeptrwp peipruy Tor 
déwerrekixdr Baprafary, o 32 raw é88o- 
G 














pyxovra ny kal cuvepyos Trou Tavdov... 
Cf. Strom. I. 18. 67; 26. 18, 84; 
V. 8. 523 #6. 10. 64. 

Orig. ¢. Cels. 1. 63: yéypawra: é 
ry Baprafa xabodxg éxirrodg. Comm. 
tn Rom. 1. 24: ...in multis Scripturz 
locis... Cf. de Prine. 111. 2. 4. Comp. 
App. XX. n. 

5 Euseb. 7. #. m1. 25. Hieron. 
ae Virr. [il.6: Barnabas Cyprius... 
epistolam composuit quz inter apo- 


cryphas Scripturas legitur. 
© Tert. de #. 10, 20. Cf. 
Hieron. i” //ad. i. (i. 14). The re- 


ferences of Irenzeus and Origen to 
the Shepherd have been noticed al- 


ready, pp. 385 n. t, 304 tr. & 
: a 
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Testament does not record, were never put forward as claiming 
Canonical authority’. And thus the high estimation in which 
the works of Clement and Barnabas and Hermas were held 
becomes an indirect evidence of the implicit reverence paid to 
the Apostolic words, and of the Apostolic basis of the Canon. 

The usage of the Churches interprets and corrects the judg- 
ment of individual writers. The Epistle of Barnabas was read 
in the time of Jerome, but among the Apocryphal Scriptures, 
and it is still found in the Sinaitic Manuscript after the Apoca- 
lypse. The Epistle of Clement was publicly read in the Church 
at Corinth and elsewhere’; and it also is included (with the 
second spurious Epistle) in the Alexandrine ‘Manuscript of the 
Greek Bible’; but in this case the book was placed after the 
Apocalypse; and so in both respects it occupied a position 
similar to that of the Apocryphal books of the Old ‘Testament, 
according to the judgment of our own Church. The Shepherd 
again was long regarded as a book useful for purposes of in 
struction, and is found not only in the Greek Sinaitic Manu- 
script, but also in Latin Bibles; but it was definitely excluded 
from the Canon by Eusebius, Athanasius, and Jerome, who 
record its partial reception*. And in a word, no one of these 
writings is reckoned among the Canonical books in any Cata- 
logue of the Scriptures*. 

If then it be admitted, and this is the utmost that can be 
urged, that these books were at one time ranged with the Ant 
legomena of the New Testament, it is evident that they occupied 


1 Cf Hieron. de Virr. IIL 17; ratifies the two Epistles and Consti- 
[Polyc. ad Phil. Epistola] in con- tutions of Clement; but it has been 


ventu Asiz legitur. shewn already that the peculiarities 
2 Euseb. 7/7. £. II. 16; IV. 23. of this Catalogue received no cont- 
Hieron. de Virr. fll. 15. liar sanction. Cf. 


- 438. 

3 The fact that this is the only § According to the td text of the 
copy of the Epistle now in existence Stichometry of Nicephorus the Apo 
is in itself a proof of its compara- calypse is classed with the writings 
tively limited circulation. of the Apostolic Fathers as Apocry- 

‘ Euseb. #. /7. 111. 25; Athanas. phal; but the truer text places it 
Ep. Fest. T. 1. 767. with the Apocalypse of Peter, the 

5 The Catalogue at the end of the Gospel according to the Hebrews, 
Apostolic Canons may seem an ex- and the Epistle of Barnabas, as dis- 
ception to this statement, since it puted, while the remaining writings 


.* 
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at position in virtue of a supposed indirect Apostolic autho- | Appendix B. 
y, just as the other books were disputed, because their claims 
Apostolicity were also supposed to be indirect’. And it is 
\ually certain that those who expressed the judgment of the 
hurch, when a decision was first called for, unanimously ex- 
uded them from the Canon, while with scarcely less unanjmity. 
ley included in it the Epistles of St James and St Jude, the 
pistle to the Hebrews, and the Apocalypse and shorter Epistles 
[St John, ‘The ecclesiastical use of the writings of the Apo- 
olic fathers was partial and reserved from the first, and it 
ecame gradually less frequent till it ceased entirely. Wider 
nowledge and Jonger experience denied to them the sanction 
hich was accorded to the doubtful books of the New Testa- | 
lent. | 








Of Apocryphal writings directly claiming Apostolic autho- | ii. Apo-ry- 
ty, four only deserve particular notice, the Gospel according | ‘igs. 
» the Hebrews, and the Gospel, the Preaching, and the Apo- 
ulypse of St Peter. The Gospel according to the Egyptians’, | 
ad the Acts of Paul and Thecla, never obtained any marked | 
athority ; and still less so the yarious Gospels and Acts which ! 
ate from the close of the second century, and are popularly | 
‘tributed to the inventive industry of Leucius’. 
One passage which qccurred in the Gospel according to the ches es 
lebrews is found in a letter of Ignatius, who does not how- | the/ebrews. 


ver quote the words as written*, Papias again related a story 


4 Ign. ad Smyrn. iii. Cf. Jacob- 


f the Apostolic Fathers, with some 
son /.c. The general character of 


ther books, are Apocryphal. 


1 The second Epistle fof St Peter 
i the only exception to this state- 
nent; and that is beset with pecu- 
ar historical difficulties on lees side. 

* Clem. Alex. Strom. 111. 9. 63 ; tb. 

5, 93: cLatet peev ovv ev rots wa- 
adedopévors 2} uty rérrapow evayye- 
das ox Exonev 7d pyrov, AN ev TH 
ar Alyurriouvs. Cf. [Clem.] Zf. I1. 

'3. See /ntroduction to the Study of 
he Gospels, App. C. 

: Some: Tanner Credibility, ix. 
}22 I. 


the references to the Evangelic nar- 
rative in Ignatius lends no support to 
the view that he derived the words 
directly from any document. Still 
less is there any valid reason for sup- 
posing that he derived them from 
‘the Gospel of the Hebrews’ in the 
(Nazarene) form with which Jerome 
was acquainted with it. Origen 
quotes the main phrase from the 
Teaching of Peter (de Princ. Preef. 8). 
ee sibs to Hane Gospels, App. 
C. 81 


LL 


ee — 


‘ 





516 ON THE USE OF APOCRYPHAL 





Appendix B. | ‘of a woman accused of many crimes before our Lord, which 
‘was contained in the Gospel according to the Hebrews,’ but 

i the words of Eusebius seem to imply that he did not refer to 

‘ that book as the source of the narrative’. The evangelic quo- 

tations of Justin Martyr offer no support to the notion that he 

used it as a coordinate authority with the Canonical Gospels, 

beige on the contrary distinguish a detail which it contained 


sippus is the first author who was certainly acquainted with it; 
but there is nothing to shew that he attributed to it any 
peculiar authority*. Clement of Alexandria and Origen both 
quote the book, but both distinctly affirm that the four Canon- 
ical Gospels stood alone as acknowledged records of the Lord's 
life’. Irenzeus does not refer to it*. 

The testimony of Eusebius has been already quoted. He 
reckoned four Gospels only as generally acknowledged. Some 
Gospels ‘ brought forward by heretics in the name of Apostles’ 
he rejected peremptorily. But the use which had been made 
by ecclesiastical writers of ‘ the Gospel according to the Hebres’ 
placed. it in a different position. He notices, therefore, thi 
according to the opinion of some, it was put in the second 

| division of ‘controverted’ books, which he calls ‘ spurious, i 
and the Epistle of Barnabas’ 


mee ee 


company with the ‘Shepherd’ 


1 Euseb. #. £. 111. 39. Cf. Routh, 
Rell. Sacr. 1. 39. 

2 Cf. pp. 162 ff. 

3 Heges. ap. Euseb. //, £. IV. 223 
Routh, Rell. Sacr. 1. 2773 supr. 

. 209 f. 

4 Clem. Alex. Strom. ii. 9. § 45: 
B kav 7@ xad’ ‘ESpatous evayyerly ‘O 
Gavudoas Bacithevoa, yéyparra, xal 
0 BaciNevcas avawanoera. No stress 
can be laid upon yéyparra in this 
connexion where it is not used abso- 
lutely. 

Orig. Hom. in Fer. xv. § 4 (ef Ts 
wapadéxeras): in Soh. ii. § 6 (ear Se 
wpooleres ris), These words taken 
in connexion with Afom. m [e. 1, 
shew beyond question that Origen 


did not reckon the Gospel accoréag 
to the Hebrews among ‘the four Gor 
pels’ (ra ¢ rérrapa pova a poxpira 4 
Geou exxrAnola Hom. in Luc. i). St 
also in Matt. T. xv. 14 Int. Lai 
and compare Hier. de Virr. lil, 

5 He states indeed that ‘ the Foss: . 
‘ites used that Gospel only which 
‘according to St Matthew’ (i %, $i 
iii. 11,7). There is no evidence # 
shew that he knew more than the 
fact as it had been reported to bw 
Comp. Euseb. #. &. 111. 27; 3&8 
there any substantial al 
identifying this Gospel with te 
Greek ‘Gospel according to the Be 
brews’ of Clement and Origen. 

6 P,4tg, HW. E, ul. 25: Hele 


from that which was written in the Apostolic memoirs’, Hege- _ 
| 





WRITINGS IN THE LARLY CHERCH. 


aT, 


Epiphanius regarded the ‘Hebrew Gospel’ as a heretical work ; Appendix B. 


based on St Matthew'. 


Jerome has referred to it frequently’, 


‘and he translated it into Greek and Latin, but he nowhere attri- | 
butes to it any peculiar authority, and calls St John expressly the 


fourth and last Evangelist’. 


rovros Ties kal ro Kad’ ‘ESpaious ei- 
ayyéX\tov KaréNetay, @ parttora ‘'E- 
Bpaiwy ol rév Xporov wapadetapevor 
xalpovot. The position which the 
sentence occupies proves that a place 
among the controverted books was 
in the judgment of Eusebius the 
highest and not the lowest place 
which could be given to the Gospel. 
Nor is there anything in the words 
to indicate that it had only ‘lately’ 
been reckoned spurious (767 xareé- 
Xefav) 3 nor yet that it had ever held 
a place equal to that of the four Gos- 
pels. Eusebius quotes a saying from 
‘the Gospel existing among the Jews 
‘in the Hebrew language’ (7Acoph. 
iv. 13. Syr. Lee’s trans. p. 234); and 
again in the Greek remains of the 
Theophania (§ 22, Migne vi. 685) he 
fives an account of a very interesting 
version of the parable of the talents 
from ‘the Gospel which has come to 
‘us in Hebrew characters.” These 
quotations do not shew, or even tend 
to shew, that he ‘placed’ it on the 
same footing as the four Gospels ; 
though he inclines to the view which 
is given in the latter place of the 
Lord’s judgment, an opinion which 
fewwill share with him. Compare the 
Stichometry of Nicephorus, App. XIX. 
1 This seems to me to be the true 
interpretation of Epiphanius’ con- 
fused statements as to the book used 
by the Ebionites which they called 
‘[the Gospel] according to the IIe- 
* brews,’ or as he (apparently) wrong- 
ly paraphrases afterwards the ‘ Ee- 
“brew [Gospel].”’ //wr. XXX. 3: 5€- 
yorrat...76 kara Mardaiov Evayyedov 
...KaXovee 8¢ avro xara ‘ESpaious.... 
Hur, XXX. 13: é Te you rap’ av- 
ros EvayyeNlp xara Mar@aiov évopua- 
soperyp ox OAy be wAnpecrarw ard 
yevolevpery xal nKpwrnpachery, 


Yet the fact that he appealed to” 


‘ESpaixoy 8 rovro xadover....On the 
other hand he says of the Gospel of 
the Nazarenes: €xovot ro xara Mar- | 
Gaiov EvayyéXov wAnpicrarov 'ESpai:- - 
orl (/fir. XXIX. 9). Epiphanius is a 
most untrustworthy guide, but he 
evidently wished to contrast the two - 
Gospels. As far as he knew (only 
at second-hand), they were quite dis- . 
tinct hooks. Neither had any autho- 
rity as distinct from the Canonical : 
St Matthew, the standard by which 
they were tried, and the Ebionite 
Gospel was not only ‘mutilated’ but 
also ‘ corrupted.’ 

2 Dial. ado. Pelag. Wt. 2: in E- 
vangelio juxta Lebraos, quod Chal- 
daico quidem Syroque sermone sed 
Hebraicis litteris scriptum est, quo 
utugtur usque hodie Nazareni, se- 
cundum apostelos, sive ut plerique 
ayutumant yurta AMattheum, quod et 
in Casariepsi habetur bibliotheca, 
narrat historia... Quibus testimoniis 
si non uteris ad auctoritatem, utere 
saltem ad antiquitatem, quid omnes 
ecclesiastici viri senserint. Cf. de 
Virr. fll. 2, tn L[sai. IV. ce xie5 td. 
XI. c. xl.3 iw £sech. IV. c. xvi.5 ot 
Mich. WW. c. vii. (quoted with the 
Song of Solomon, yet with hesita- 
tion); Comm. in Matt. 1. ce. vi. 105 
#6. Il. c. xii, 135 20. IV. C. XXVil. 5I 5 
Comm. in Eph. U1. c. v. 4. Cred- 
ner (Beitr. 1. 395 ff.) gives these and 
the remaining passages at length. 

3 As to Jerome's notices of the 
Gospel according to the Hebrews Mar- 
tianay says rightly (de Ttrr. 17/1. ii.): 
de hoc evangelio multa alibi docet ; 
Hieronymus qui in speciem sibi vi- 
dentur adversari. The Gospel which 
he ‘translated into Greek and Latin’ 
(/4.c.) was a copy of the Gospel ac- | 
cording to the 


en — = 


rr 


ehrews used by the \ 


Nazarenes (de Virr. IU. W.\. This \ 
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ON THE USE OF APOCRYPHAL 


Appendix B. | the book as giving the testimony of antiquity furnished occasion 
| for an adversary to charge him with making ‘a fifth Gospel';’ 
‘and at a later time, in deference to Jerome’s judgment, Bede 
| reckoned it among the ‘ Ecclesiastical’ rather than the ‘ Apo- 


‘cryphal writings ’.’ 


he appears to identify in passing with 
the Gospel of the Fbionites (quo utun- 
tur Nazarzi et Ebionitz: 1% Afatt. 
xii. 13: comp. Dial. adv. Pel. 1. 2 
quoted above), a casual statement on 
which no stress can be laid. ‘ Very 
many’ (plerique) held it to be the 
original (Aramaic) Gospel of St Mat- 
thew (quod vocatar a plerisque Mat- 
thei authenticum: i Afatt. 1. ¢.: 
comp. noté 4); a common way of 
speaking which explains Jerome’s 
words in de Virr. fl. tii. ipsum 
Hebraicum [Evangelium Matthzi] 
habetur usque hodie...and sz Afatt. 
ii. § in ipso Hebraico, where indeed 
he prefers the reading of the Hebrew 
copy. So far as I can judge, his 
treatment of the book does not sug- 
gest the idea that he held it to be 
canonical. The translation which he 
made was apparently for his own use 
and not for publication. At least I 
am not aware that any independent 
reference to it remains, though Je- 
rome’s own quotations attracted con- 
siderable attention (rote 5s). It is 
worthy of notice that his latest refer- 


‘| ence (Dial. adv. Pel. 111. 2, see #. 4) 


| is the least precise; and probably 
| expresses some results of later know- 
‘ledge. Here he assigns to the book 
| the weight of antiquity but not of 
‘ canonicity in words which recal what 
he says of Apocrypha of the O. T. : 
[Ecclesia] lIepat ad edificationem 
| plebis non ad auctoritatem Ecclesias- 
ticorum dogmatum confirmandam 
(Prol. in Libros Sel.). 

It is hardly worth while to add 
that Theodoret (/ficr. TZert. ii. 2) 
speaks, evidently at second-hand, of 
the Ebionites as using ‘ only the Gos- 
‘pel according to the Hebrews.’ 
Another body, he adds, bearing the 
same name, used only the Gospel ac- 


Oe + 


cording to St Matthew (/. ¢.). f his 
evidence was of independent valee it 
would go to distinguish the Ebionite 
‘Gospel of St Matthew’ from the — 
Ebionite ‘Gospel according to the ~ 
‘Hebrews.’ In the next chapter he 
says that the Nazarenes used ‘the 
‘Gospel according to Peter.’ Mr 
Nicholson (Gospel according to the 
Hebrews, p. 23) reads unaccoont- 
ably in the first passage ro card 
"EBiwvalous evayyéeXor. 

1 Julian Pelag. ap. August. Op. 
tmperf. IV. 88. Theod. Mops. ap 
Phot. Cod. 177. 

2 Bede Comm. in Luc. init. The 
fragments are collected in the /uire 
duction lo the Study of the Gospels. 
App. D. They have been published 
together with many other ig 
‘phal’ evangelic fragments by Mr 
Nicholson (7he Gospel according & 
the Hebrews, London, 1879), who bas 
illustrated them by an_ elaborate 
Commentary. It is a pleasure to 
acknowledge the care and laboar 
which he has bestowed upon the 
work, though the theory which be 
maintains that ‘Matthew wrote @ 
‘different times the canonical 
‘and the Gospel according to 
‘ Hebrews, or at least that large part 
‘of the latter which runs parallel to 
‘the former’ (p. 103), seems to mt 
to be wholly untenable. The avai- 
able evidence is far too to 
furnish a certain view of the relati 
of the various documents vagzey 
spoken of as ‘the Gospel according 
‘to the Hebrews,” ‘the Hebrew Gor 
‘pel,’ the Gospel used by the Naz 
renes, ‘ the [Hebrew] Gospel accard- 
‘ing to St Matthew.’ It is quite 

sible that the Hebrew Gospel of 
st Matthew was the foundation of 
the different Aramaic and 














WRITINGS IN THE EARLY CHURCH. 





The Gospel of Peter has been already noticed. How far | Appendix B. 


The Gospel 
and Preach- 
ing of Peter 


this Gospel was connected with the ‘ Preaching of Peter,’ which 
is quoted frequently by Clement of Alexandria’, and once by 
Gregory of Nazianzus*, is very uncertain’: There is indeed 
nothing in the fragments of the Preaching that remain which 
requires a severer censure than Serapion passed on the Gospel. 
And it seems very likely that both books contained memoirs 
of the Apostle’s teaching based in a great measure on authentic 
traditions. 

It has been already shewn that it is uncertain whether the 
Gospel of Peter was regarded as Canonical at Rhossus*; and 


not Canon- 
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teal. 


even if it had been so, the custom of an obscure town, which | 


was at once corrected by superior authority, cannot be set 
against the silence of the other early Churches, and the con- 
demnation of the book by every later wnter who mentions it. 
In reply to a quotation from the Doctrine of Peter, Origen says 
that we ‘must first reply that that book is not reckoned among 
‘the ecclesiastical books; and next shew that it is not a ge- 
‘nuine writing of Peter nor of any one else who was inspired 
‘ by the Spirit of God ;’ and Eusebius repeats the same judg- 
ment®. Nor am I aware that it was ever supposed to be a 
Canonical book. 

The Canonicity of the Apocalypse of Peter 1s supported by 
more important authority. The doubtful testimony of the 


texts, which were variously modified 
by omissions and traditional accre- 
tions. The text of D shews how 
readily these could gain currency. 
But no one, I believe, on an impar- 
tial examination, could refuse to allow 
that the fragments which remain of 
‘the Gospel according to the He- 
* brews’ and the Ebionite and Naza- 
rene Gospels represent as a whole a 
type of evangelic narrative distinctly 
later than that of the Canonical nar- 
ratives ; and in the parallels a later 
type of the common matter. 
Clem. Alex. Strom. 1. 29. 182 3 
VI. 5. 39 ff. ; 26. 6. 48; 26. 15. 128. 
3 Greg. Naz. Ep. ad Caesar. 1. 
Credner, Beir. 1. 353, 359- 


3 Some have argued that the Acts, 
the Preaching, the Doctrine, and the 
Apocalypse of Peter, the Preaching 
and Acts of Paul, and the Preaching 
of Peter and Paul, were only differ- 
ent recensions of the same work. It 
is perhaps nearer the truth to say 
that they were all built on a com- 
mon oral tradition. The variety 
of titles and forms is in itself a con- 
clusive argument against their gene- 
ral and public reception. Cf. Reuss, 
ne 

s e 3 id 
$ Orig. de Princ 1. Pref. 8; cf. | 
Comm. in Fed. XII, 17. Euseb. | 


H, &. WW. & 3 gh. 


The Apoca- ° 


se of 


eter. 
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Appendix B. 


Peculiarities 


% some 
fanuscripts 


of the New 
Testament. 


Cod. 
Boerner. 


Cod. Claro- 


mont. 


APOCRYPHAL WRITINGS IN THE EARLY CHURCH. 





Muratorian Canon has been considered before’. In addition 


to this, Clement of Alexandria wrote short notes upon it, as 
well as upon the Catholic Epistles and upon the Epistle of Bar- 
nabas*. But the Book was rejected by Eusebius*. Macanus 
Magnes twice refers to a passage contained in it (€x meptovoias) 
implying that it had no substantial authority in itself*. 

Mention has been made already of the insertion of the two 
Epistles of Clement and of the Epistle of Barnabas and the 
Shepherd in the Alexandrine and Sinaitic Manuscripts of the 
Greek Bible respectively. Two other Greek Manuscripts con- 
tain notices of Apocryphal writings which are curious, though 
they are not of importance. At the end of the Codex Boerw- 
rianus (G) a Manuscript of the ninth century, which contains 
the thirteen Epistles of St Paul with some lacuna, after a 
vacant space occur the words: ‘The Epistle to Laodiceans 
begins’ [pos Aaovdaxnoas (/audicenses g.) apxerar]. This ad- 
dition is not found in the Codex Augiensis (F) which was de- 
rived from the same original as G, nor is there any trace of 
the Epistle itself. Haimo of Halberstadt in the ninth century 
mentions the Latin cento of Pauline phrases which now bears 
the title ‘as useful though not Canonical*,’ and the inscription 
in G probably refers to the same compilation. 

In the Codex Claromonitanus (D) again after. the Epistle to 
Philemon there occurs a Stichometry of the books of the Old 
and New Testament, obviously imperfect and corrupt, and 
then follows, after a vacant space, the Epistle to the Hebrews. 
This Stichometry omits the Epistles to the Philippians, both to 
the Thessalonians, and to the Hebrews; and after mention- 
ing the Epistle of Jude thus concludes: ‘The Epistle of Barna- 
‘bas, the Apocalypse of John, the Acts of the Apostles, the 
‘Shepherd, the Acts of Paul, the Revelation of Peter®.’ But 
Stichometries are no more than tables of contents; and both 
the contents and the arrangement of the different books in a 
Manuscript may have been influenced by many causes. 

1 Cf. p. 218. 5 See App. E 


p- E. 
2 Euseb. H. E. Vi. v4. 6 Tischdf. Cod. Clarom. p. 468. 
3 Jd, IIT, 23. 4 iv. 6, 16. Prolegg. HA. Ci Ano. BD. 
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APPENDIX C. 


THE MURATORIAN FRAGMENT ON THE CANON. 


ee ee eee 


: ‘HE famous fragment on the Canon of the New Testament, | Appendix €. 


which was first published in an unsatisfactory form by 
Muratori in 1740, has lately been examined by several scholars 
with the most exact diligence. The coliation made by Dr 
Hertz in 1847 for Baron Bunsen (Azalecta Ante-Micena, 1. pp. 
137 ff.) and the facsimile traced by Dr Tregelles in 1857 leave 
absolutely nothing to be desired for a complete knowledge of 
the text itself’. But the general character of the Manuscript 
in which it occurs has been strangely overlooked, and as this 
throws considerable light on the fragment itself I copied some 
‘pages of the context at Milan this year (1865) by the kind per- 
mission of Dr Ceriani, which are now first printed with the 
Canon. A cursory glance at them will shew what reliance 
can be placed on the perverse ingenuity of some recent scholars 
who have not scrupled to affirm that the Canon, so far from 
being corrupt, is really one of the most correct texts which 
antiquity has bequeathed to us. 


1 Even the most careful transcripts do not affect the text, and I have re- | 


fail in complete accuracy, and I owe 
to the great kindness of Dr Ceriani 
the results of a collation of Dr Tregel- 
les’ facsimile (made twice) with the 
original manuscript. These I have 
added in the notes [1874]. 

The text has been published again 
from new collations by Reifferscheid, 
in the Zransactions of the Imperial 
Academy, Vienna, 1871, p- 496 . (re- 
published, 416/. Pat. Lat. /tal. ii. 32 
f.), and by Harnack Zestschrift fir 
K. G.iv. 595 ff. The minute variations 


tained Dr Ceriani’s notes unchanged, : 
for his'judgment is not likely to be 
wrong. 

To earlier essays on the fragment 
may be added those of Harnack, a. a. 
O. ii1. 358 ff., Overbeck, Zur Geschichte 
d. Kanon’s, 1880, 71 ff. ; Hilgenfeld, 
Lisch. fiir Wassensch. Theologte, 1881, 
139 ff. The true understanding of the 
fragment, or rather fragments, seems 
to me to depend upon the due recog- 
nition of the incompleteness of the 
text which is commonly overlooked. 





§22 THE MURATORIAN FRAGMENT ON THE CANON. 


Appendix C- The Manuscript (314/. Ambros. Cod. 101) in which the 
Canon is contained was brought from Columban’s famous mo- 
nastery at Bobbio. It may therefore probably be of Insh 
origin or descent, though there is nothing in the Manuscript 
itself, as far as I could observe, which proves this to be the 
case. It was written probably in the eighth (or seventh) cen- 
tury, and contains a miscellaneous collection of Latin frag- 
ments, including passages from Eucherius, Ambrose, transla- 
tions from Chrysostom, and brief expositions of the Catholic 
Creed. The first sheet ends (p. 9 4) abruptly in the middle of 

'a quotation from Eucherius Liber Formularum Spirit. Iniell. 

| [called in the manuscript De Nominibus] cap. vi. beginning 
Vir et uxor v@ vobis divitibus in Evangelto, which closes the 
line. The next sheet (p. 10 a) begins at the top without any 
vacant space whatsoever gusbus tanien interfuit, and the Canon 
extends over p. 10 a, p. to 4, and p. 11 @ to within eight lines 
of the bottom. A little more than half a line is left vacant at 
the end of the Canon, and then in the next line a new frag- 
ment from a Homily of Ambrose commences. It is impossible 
to tell how much has been lost between the first and second 
sheets. They probably formed part of the same Manuscript, 
but the number of lines in the pages of the first sheet is twenty- 
four, and in those of-the second sheet thirty-one. The style of 
writing 1s also somewhat different, but not more so I think 
than is often the case in different parts of the same Manuscript. 
The sheets have I believe no signature, but I omitted to 
look carefully for this. It may be added that the pages are 
generally furnished with a heading, but there is none over 
those containing the Carion except a simple I on the top of 
p. II 4. 





The Fragment stands exactly thus in the Manuscript’ : 
p- 10a. quibus tamen interfuit et ita posuit. 


1 The fragment is of course writ- due to anything but the caprice of 
ten wholly in capitals. Some of the the scribe and I have neglected te 
letters are larger than others, but it notice the difference. ‘The line 
does not appear certain that this is printed in capitals are rubricated a 





TERTIO EUANGELII LIBRUM SECANDO* LUCAN 
lucas iste medicus post acensum* xpi. 

cum eo paulus quasi ut-iuris studiosum 
secundum adsumsisset numeni suo 


ex opinione concriset* 
*duidit in carne 


THE MURATORIAN FRAGMENT ON THE CANON. 


ita et ad natiuitate iohannis incipet dicere 


QUARTI EUANGELIORUM. 
cohortantibus condescipulis et eps suis 
dixit conielunate mihi° odie triduo et quid 


nobis ennaremus 


latum andreae ex apostolis ut recognis 


td 5 
dnm tamen nec ipse ! 
et ide pro* asequi potuit- | 
IOHANNIS EX DECIPOLIS 
IO. 
| 
cuique fuerit reuelatur alteruttum | 
eadem nocte reue 
15 


centibus cuntis iohannis suo nomine 


cunta* discribret* et ideo licit uaria sin 
culis euangeliorum libris principia 


1. « T initiale igri (Ceriani). 
I. 2 secundo. [# manu dubia, C.} 


1. 3 ascensum. [s superscriptum manu dubia, C.] 


1. 4 post studiosum nullum punctun: sed foramen pro directione scriptu- . 


re (C). 
]. 6 concridset. 
Ll. 7 @ crossed out. 
.-. prowé, 


1. 8 post dicere foramen non punctum ut I. 4 (C). 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


l. 9 enangeliorum, rubra omnia et cum puncto rubro post vocem (C). 


1. 16 cuncta. [c serius sed vetus, C.] 


... describeret. 


the original. In the scanty punc- 
tuation I have followed Dr Tre- 
gelles’ facsimile. [Dr Tregelles has 
since published the fragments with a 
very complete commentary (Oxford, 
1867), and I owe to him two correc- 
tions in the quotation from Ambrose: 
_ stb, 31 add. Dei; 12 @, 4 cccxvill. 
for cccviii. 1870. ] 

The division of the words cannot 


. be accurately represented. The pre- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


positions are generally written with 
their cases: ¢.g. depassione, deresur- 
rectione, &c. The ae is generally | 
written at length, but three or four | 
times (p. 10 4 I. 29, p. 10 4, 1. 8) in 
a contracted form. | 
The words corrected in the Manv- | 
script are marked by an_ asterisk. . 
The corrections (apparently by the | 
first hand, when it is not otherwise | 
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specified) are given below the text. \ 
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THE MURATORIAN FRAGMENT ON THE CANON. 


tium fedei* cum uno ac principali spu de 
clarata sint in omnibus omnia de natiui 
tate de passione de resurrectione 
de conuesatione* cum decipulis suis 
ac de gemino eius aduentu 
primo in humilitate dispectus quod fo* 
it secundum potetate* regali pre 
clarum quod foturum est. quid ergo 
mirum si iohannes tam constanter 
sincula etia in epistulis suis proferam 
dicens in semeipsu que uidimus oculis 
nostris et auribus audiuimus et manus 
nostrae palpauerunt haec scripsimus 
[uobis 
'p.10 6 sic enim non solum uisurem sed* auditorem’ 
sed et scriptore omnium mirabiliu dni per ordi 


doceantur nihil tamen differt creden 


nem profetetur acta aute omniu apostolorum 
sub uno libro scribta sunt lucas obtime theofi 


. 18 differt, sub ¢ lineola 1 manu (C). 

. 19 fidei. 

. 22 conuersatione. 

. 24 humilitate, u primo fuit 0, serius, ut apparet, refectum s (C). 

Il. 24. 25 The letters /o at the end of J. 24 are fairly distinct. Thos 

the beginning of the next line are almost erased. Dr Tregelles conjectt 
that the scribe began to write /ofurum, and then discovering his ¢ 
erased the letters which he had written. [Qzod fo, omnino intacta, et, li 
resumpta, z/ intacta, evanida tamen et maculata: super /o autem [linea 
vestigia] ut fw videatur correctum 1 manu cujus prior pars evanuerit, C.] 
]. 25 potestate. 
... post regals erase duz literz (C). 

J. 28 proferam, cum min fine aperte non ¢(C). proferat sic (R). 

1. 31 sodzs under the line almost illegible. Dr Tregelles first traced 
| the true reading. [literse «s evanuerunt plene post x, ubi s connexum ¢ 
| a@ et partim evanidum, C.] 

l. 1 sed e7. 
1. 2 dni, ¢ in rasura, manu dubia ; videtur fuisse s (C). 
L. 4 sno, pro o fuit #; manu dubia ex « refectum o (C). 
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le conprindit quia sub praesentia elus singula oe Appendix c. 


gerebantur sicute* et semote passione petri _" 
euidenter declarat sed* profectione pauli ab* ur 
bes* ad spania proficescentis §_ epistulza autem ! 
pauli quae a quo loco uel qua ex causa directe | 
sint uolentatibus® intellegere ipse declarant > 10 | 
primu omnium corintheis scysmz heresis in | 
terdicens deincepsb calletis circumcisione | 
romanis aute ornidine* scripturarum sed et* | 
principium earum e*e* esse xpm intimans | 
prolexius scripsit de quibus sincolis neces 15: 
se est ad nobis desputari cum ipse beatus | 
apostulus paulus sequens prodecessuris sui 

iohannis ordine non nisi *omenati* . semptae* 
eccleses* scribat ordine tali a corenthios 

prima. ad efesius seconda ad philippinsis* ter 20 
tia ad colosensis quarta ad calatas quin 

ta ad tensaolenecinsis sexta. ad romanos 


1. 6 sicuts, abrasis: relictum # (sicuti) (C). 
l. 7 sed e. 
. a6, 6 manu fortasse prima, refectum ex d@ priori ut videtur (C). 
1. 8 srbe, erasum 5. 
.. proficescentis, e (prius) scriptum primo, ut apparet, et 1* manus in 

actu scriptionis correxit # (C). 

I. 10 uolentibus. [¢ ex «# refectum manu dubia: ¢a imperfecte crasa, sed 
rulla puncta inferius: super initio ¢ secundi punctum m. dubia, C.] 

I. 53 ordine...... et erased. 

l. 14 post carum tres literze erasce 1" et 3° videntur fuisse ¢, sed media 
»mnino incerta (C). 

]. 17 apostulus, prius # mutatum in o manu dubia (C). 

prodecessuris, # videtur mutatum in o manu dubia (C). 

1. 18 nomenati : *omenati, litera erasa videtur fuisse d@ non ¢: 2 superius , 

{* manu ut videtur (C). 
.-» sempté, a erasum (C). 
1. 19 eccleszs. 
1. 20 ¢fesius, 4 aperte non o (C). 
philipenses. [ex ¢ in fine factum ¢ 1* manu, C.] 
1. 22 Romanus: ex forma potius #s quam os (C). 
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septima uerum corentheis* et tesaolecens 

sibus* licit* pro correbtione iteretur una 

tamen per omnem orbem terrae ecclesia 

deffusa esse denoscitur et iohannis eni ina 
pocalebsy licet septe eccleseis scribat 

tamen omnibus dicit ueru ad filemonem una’ 
et at titu una et ad tymotheu duas pro affec 
to et dilectione in honore tamen eclesiae ca 
tholice in ordinatione ecclesiastice 


I 


descepline* scificate sunt fertur etiam ad. 
laudicensis* alia ad alexandrinos pauli no 
mine fincte ad hesem* marcionis et alia plu 
ra quae in chatholicam*® eclesiam recepi non 
potest fel enim cum melle misceri non con 
cruit epistola sane iude et superscrictio __ 
iohannis duas in catholica habentur et sapi 
entia ab amicis salomonis in honore ipsius 
scripta apocalapse etiam iohanis et pe 

tri tantum recipemus* quam quidam ex nos 
tris legi in eclesia nolunt pastorem uero 
nuperrim et* temporibus nostris in urbe 
roma herma concripsit* sedente cathe 


]. 23 coréntheis, primum ¢ manus 1° instauravit ut ¢ eraso duct 


riori 


(C). 


thesaolecenssibus. [4 superius manu dubia, C.] 


1. 24 licet. [e ex 2 effictum 1* manu, C.] 


p- if. 
1 discipline. [ex ¢ priori correctum z 1* manu, relicto et ¢, C.] 


1. 
]. 2 laudicenses. [ex # correctum ¢ 1* manu, C.] 


] 
] 
1. 
] 
] 


In fronte I atramento non minio exaratum, et*manu dubia 


. 3 heresem. 

. 4 catholicam. 
10 recip:mus. 
.12e. 

. 13 CONSCripsy> 
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tra urbis romae aeclesiae pio eps frater* i 
eius et ideo legi eum quide oportet se pu 15 | 
plicare uero in eclesia populo neque inter 

profe*tas conpletum numero nene* inter 

apostolos in fine temporum potest. 

arsinoi autem seu ualentini. uel metiad** 

nihil in totum recipemus. qui etiam nouu 20 
psalmorum librum marcioni conscripse 

runt una cum basilide assianum* catafry 

cum contitutorem* 


naculus et cum trecentis dece et octo 

uirus adeptus uictoriam liuerauit nepote 
prouatur diuisionis adfectus quando sic 
amabat -nepotem ut pro eo nec uellit* decli 
nare* periculum quid est nomerauit. hoc 
est elegit unde et illud non solu ad scien 30 
tiam dei refertur. sed etia ad cratia iustorum 

1x 6, quod in euangelio dicit dns ihs et capilli uestri | 
omnes nomerati sunt cognoult ergo dns qui 
sunt eius eos autem eos* aute* qui non sunt 
ipsius non dignatur cognuscere numerauit 3 
cccxviii ut scias non quantitate numeri sed me 5. 


to 


Car 


a BRHAM NOMERAUIT SERuOlus suos uer 


1. 14 fratre. [manu dubia, C.] 
1. 17 profe*as, s erasum (C). 

... megue. [nene sic primo, C.] 
1. 19 metiad** prius ¢ erasione et nova scriptura manu dubia ‘rasurce | 
asse superscriptum : post @ est manu 14, ut apparet, pars superior z vel 
‘| A: inferius nunc erasum est et manu seriori, uf Fidetur, nscripriny ty 
ntum apparet, et additum fr sine puncto (C). 

]. 22 assianom. [# manu 1* mutatum in a, C.] pM 

1. 23 constitutorem. = 

I. 26 uiris. 

|. 28 uelli. 

|. 29 declinaret. 

. 3.e0S auté underlined, © > 


= 


& ocd 
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ritum electionis expressu. eos enim adscuit* 

quod* dignus* nomero iudicauit fidehum****** 

qui in dni nostri ihu xpi passionem crederent 

ccc enim d* + greca littera significat. dece 

et octo aute summa IH exprimit nomen fidei 

ergo merito habraham uicit non popoloso 

exercito deneque eos quibus quinque regum 

arma ceserunt* cum paucis egressus uer 

naculis triumfauit sed qui uincit non 

debet arorocare* sibi uictoria sed referre. 

deo. hoc abraham docit qui tnumpho 

homilior factus est non superuior. sacri 

ficium denique obtulit decimas dedit 

ideoque eum melchisedeh qui interpe 

tratione latine dicitur rex iustitiz rex 

pacis benedixit erat enim sacerdos sum 

mi di qui est rex iustitiz sacerdos dei 

non* cui dicitur tu es sacerdos in aeternu 

secondum ordine melcisedeh hoc est dei 

filius sacerdos patris qui sul corporis 

sacrificio patrem nostris repropicia 

uit dilectis*nomerauit abraam* seruo 

los suos uernaculos et cum cccxviii uiris 

adeptus uictoria liuerauit nepotem quid 

est nomerauit. hoc est elegit. unde et illud 

non solum ad scientia Dei refertur sed 
[etiam ad cratia iustorum 

p. 12. quod in euangelio dicit dns ihs et capilli uestri 
omnes nomerati sunt * cognouit ergo dns qui 


1. 6 adsczuit. 

]. 7 quos dignos, 
1. 9 d erased. 

l. 13 cesserunt. 
]. 1§ arrocare. 
1. 23 nisi. 


J. 27. A late hand in the margin Ace dimite... abraham. 





sunt ipsius . eos autem qui non sunt ipsius non 
dignatur cognuscere . nomerauit aute cccxviii 
ut scias non quantitate numeri sed meritum 5 
electionis expressum. e0s autem sciuit quods* 
dignos numero iudicauit fideleium qui in dni 

nostri ihu xpi passionem crederent. ccc enim 

dece et octo greca littera significat xviii 

autem summa IH exprimit nomen fidei. 10 
ergo abraham uicit non populosu exercitu 

denique eos quibus v regum arma cesserunt 

cum paucis egressus uernaculis trium 

phauit . sed qui uincit non debit arrocare 

sibi uictoria sed do referri hoc abraham 15 
docit qui triumpho homilior factus est. 

non soperior sacrifigium n denique obtu 

lit decimas dedit ideoque-eum melcisedeh 

qui interpetraone latina rex iustitiae 

rex pacis benedixit . erat enim sacerdos 20 
summi di qui est rex iustitiae sacerdos di 

nisi cu* dicitur tu es sacerdos in aeternum 
.secondum ordine melcisedeh hoc est filii 

us sacerdus patns qui suis* corporis sacri 

ficat patre nostris repropitiauit dilectis 25 
INCIPIT DE EXPOSITIONEM DIUERSARU RERU 





| apts mandragora in genesi genus 
pumi simillimum paruo peponis speci 
e muel odore...... (Eucher. Lugd. Justrucé. 1. 3.) 


The fragment from Ambrose (De Abrahamo, 1. 3. 15) which 
ollows the Fragment on the Canon furnishes a fair criterion of 
the accuracy to be expected from the scribe. And by a re- 
markable accident the piece is more than usually instructive, 
for the whole fragment is repeated. Thus we have two copies 
of the same original and their divergence is a certain index of 


1. 6 quos. _ 1.32 cus 1. 24 sui. 
CG MM 
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Appendix C.| the inaccuracy of the transcriber which cannot be gair 
The second copy differs from the first in the following pla 


p.11 & 27 
28 


p-124a 3 


nomerauit abraam (Abr. nomerauit). 
seruolos suos uernaculos (seruolus suos uernact 
uictoria (uictoriam). 

omit prouatur—periculum (two and a half line 
ipsius (eius). 

nom. auté (om. autem). 

eos autem (eos enim). 

scluit (adsciuit), 

numero (nomero). 

fideleium (fidelium). 

dece et octo (d* 7). 

ergo (ergo merito). 

abraham (habraham). 

populosu exercitu (popoloso exercito). 
denique (deneque). 

triumphauit (triumfauit). 

debit (debet). 

uictoria (uictoria). 


do referri (referre deo). 


soperior (superuior). 
sacrifigium (sacrificium). 

n (?). 

melcisedeh (melchisedeh). 
interpetraone (interpetratione). 
latina (latine). 

rex (dicitur rex). 

filiijus (filius). 

sacerdus (sacerdos). 
sacrificat (sacrificio). 
repropitiauit (repropiciauit). 


Thus in thirty lines there are thirty unquestionable cle 
blunders including one important omission (p. 11° 29), 
other omissions which destroy the sense completely (p. 1: 
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merito, 19 dscitur), one substitution equally destructive of the | Appendix C. 


sense (p. 12% g decem et octo for +), and four changes which 
appear to be intentional and false alterations (p. 122 6 scivit, 11 
populosu exercitu, 23 filit, 25 sacrificat), We have therefore to 
deal with the work of a scribe either unable or unwilling to 
understand the work which he was copying, and yet given to 
arbitrary alteration of the text before him from regard simply | 
to the supposed form of words. To these graver errors must | 
be added the misuse of letters (e.g, of z for o and conversely of 
ofor uz; of gforc; of f for p4; of z for e and conversely of ¢ 
for t; of e¢ for #; of u for 4; of ¢c for ck), and the omission of | 
the final ». : 

Nor yet was the actual writer of the Manuscript the only | 
author of errors. It appears from the repetition of one or two 
obvious mistakes in the repeated fragment that the text from | 
which the copy was made was either carelessly written or 
much injured. Thus we have in both transcripts ad cratia, 
docit, homilior, dilectis (for delictis); and it is scarcely likely 
that interpetratione and interpetraone could have been copied 
severally from a legible original. 

On the other hand the text itself as it stands is substantially 
a good one. The errors by which it is deformed are due to 
carelessness and ignorance and not to the badness of the source 
from which it was taken. But these errors are such as in 
several cases could not be rectified without other authorities 
for comparison. 

In the sheet which precedes the Fragment on the Canon 
the same phenomena occur. There is in that also the same 
ignorance of construction; the same false criticism; the same 
confusion of letters and terminations. If we now apply the 
results gained from the examination of the context to the 
Fragment on the Canon, part of it at least can be restored with 
complete certainty; and part may be pronounced hopelessly 
corrupt. It has been shewn that a fragment of thirty lines 
contains three serious omissions and at least two other changes 
of words wholly destructive of the sense, and it would therefore 
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be almost incredible that something of the like kind should not 
occur in a passage nearly three times as long. Other evidence 
shews that conjecture would have been unable to supply what 
is wanting or satisfactorily correct what is wrong in the one 
case, and there is no reason to hope that it would be happier 
in the other. 


1, Two of the commonest blunders in the Manuscript are 
the interchange of w and o and the omission of the final m. 
Of these undoubted examples occur: p. 11225, 11> 9 dece, 11> 24 
secondum ordine, p. 92 22 in mala partem &¢. 11511 popoloso 
exercito, p. 12% 11 populosu exercitu, p. 12* 24 sacerdus Ge. In 
the Fragment similar errors occur p. 10% 2 tertio (-um), secundo 
(-um) ; 4 eo (eum); 11 triduo (-um); [23 adventu (-to)]; 2 
primo (-um); [foit (fuit)]; 26 foturum; 29 semetipsu (-0); 
p. 10> 1 visurem (-orem) ; 12 circumcisione (-em); 17 apostulus; 
20 seconda ; 29 affecto; 11% 6 epistola (elsewhere epistula). 


2. The interchange of ¢ and #(y) is even more common. 
Examples occur: p. 11> 16 docit; 27 dilectis (delictis) ; 12°14 
debit, 15 referri (referre); 11> 12 deneque ; 9* 11 proxemi. In 
the Fragment the same error is found in various combinations: 
p. ro* 5 numeni (nomine); 8 incipet; 9 rohannis (so L. 15, ro» 26); 
14 recogniscentibus; 16 discriberet, licit; 24 dispectus; p. 10°3 
profetetur; 5 conprindit; 6 sicute; 8 proficescentis; 11 corintheis; 
15 prolexius; 16 desputari; 18 nomenatim ; 19 corenthios ; 29 
philippinses; 21 colosensis; 23 corentheis; 26 deffusa, denost- 
tur; 27 apocalebsy, eccleseis ; p. 11% 3 heresem; 4 recepi (1¢, 20 
recipimus). 


_ 3- The aspirate is also omitted or inserted: p. 8> 26 
talamo; 11> 11 Habraham; 12% 18 Melcisedeh. Thus we have 
in the Fragment p. 10* 11 odie; p. 10” rz scysmae. 


4. Cand gare interchanged: p. 11> 15 arrocare; 31 crata; 
128 17 sacrifigium. So in the Fragment ro® 17 sinculs 
28 sincula ; 10> 15 sincolis (5 singula); 12 callztis ; 21 calatss; 
112 6 concruit; 23 catafcycum. 
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5. £and aeare interchanged: p. g* 13 consumate lustitiae ; | Appendix C. 


p- 9? 9 audi et vidae. In the Fragment 10? 25 preclarum ; 
10> 9 directe ; 10 ipse; 18 semptaé ; 30 eclesiae catholice; 31 
eclesiastice descepline ; p. 11 1 scificate ; 3 fincte, heresem ; 6 
1ude; 14 aeclesiae. 


6. and pA: 11> 14 triumfauit (16 triumpho). So in the 
Fragnient p. 10> 4 Theofile ; 28 Filemonem. 


7. Another common interchange is that of 4 and ~ which 
occurs in the Fragment: p. ro> 4 scribta obtime: 24 correbtione; 
27 apocalebsy: and conversely 11* 16 publicare. 


In addition to these changes of letters the repetition of 
letters and the omission of repeated letters are fruitful sources 
of error. Of the former there are examples: p. 11> 15 aroro- 
care, 3 eos autem. In the Fragment both I believe occur. 
In p. 11° 6 superscrictio iohannis is an evident mistake for 
superscripti (or tz) iohannis, the 9 (or #0) having been falsely 
added from a confusion with the corresponding syllable of the 
next word. Again in p. 10* 22 the pronoun suis requires an 
antecedent and it is extremely likely that dai was omitted be- 
tween the words de nativitate. So again in p. 10> 3 profitetur 
requires se which was probably lost after visorem before sed. 
It is not unlikely that in p. 11 2 alia should be repeated. 

One false reading appears to be due to the mechanical as- 
similation of terminations of which examples occur: p. 12% 19 
interpetraone latina (-ne); 311 populosu exercitu; p. 11° 11 
popoloso exercito. Thus p. 104 optime Theophile should almost 
certainly be optime Theophilo. The phrase ‘ optime Theophile’ 
is found in the Preface to the Gospels and not in the dedication 
of the Acts, and could not therefore be used as the title of the 
Jatter book. 

Some forms are mere senseless and unintelligible blunders : 
107 6 concribset; 10° 22, 23 Tensaolenecinsis, Thesaolecensibus ; 
113 9 apocalapse. And the inconsistency of the scribe is seen 
in the variations of spelling the same word: 10° 11 Connthars, 
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19 Corenthios, 23 Corentheis ; and so with Johannes and dis 
cipulus. But prodecessoris (10% 17) and finctz (11% 3) are 
probably genuine forms. 

If then we take account of these errors we shall obtath a text 
of the Fragment as complete as the conditions of correction 
will allow. Two or three passages in it will remain which can 
only be dealt with by conjectures wholly arbitrary and un- 


certain. 


% % # % + + ; sd 


quibus tamen interfuit et ita posuit’. Tertium Evangelii - 
brum secundum Lucan Lucas iste medicus post ascensum’ 
Chnisti cum eum Paulus quasi fut juris’ studiosum secundum 
adsumsisset nomine suo ex opinione‘ conscripsit: Dominum 
tamen nec ipse uidit in carne, et idem prout assequi potutt, 


ita et a nativitate Iohannis incepit dicere*. 
liorumt’® Iohannes ex discipulis. 


1 Et ita, t.¢. wal ovrws, even so 
(as ké had heard from St Peter) 
without addition or omission. Eu- 
seb. H. £. 1. 39. I see no pro- 
bability whatever in the view advo- 
cated by Hesse that the words refer 
to the last section of St Mark (xvi. 
g—20), as containing statements 
which were not derived from apo- 
stolic authority, but due to the Evan- 
gelist’s own experience (¢. g. v. 70), 
a section which Hesse admits to be 
‘certainly unauthentic.’ The phrase 
‘interesse colloquio’ is perfectly 
good Latin, and the statement that 
‘ Mark recorded what he heard Peter 
‘relate’ falls in completely with ma 
ypayas ws aweuynuovevoey, So that it 
is needless to seek any other interpre- 
tation. 

3 These words evidently refer to the 
time when St Luke became a teacher 
and not to the time when he wrote 
his Gospel, as if the writer thought 
that St Mark’s Gospel was written 
before the Ascension (Hesse, s. 64). 

2 Ut juris studiosum secundum. 
The words #f juris must be corrupt. 
Faris might stand for Tov dixalov, 


tQuarti Evange- 
Cohortantibus condiscipuls 


but not for ras dixacoovrns. It has 
been suggested that it may stand for 
‘lex,’ ‘scriptura’ (cf. Hesse, p- 78h 
but hardly, I think, in a translation 
Virtutis seems to be nearer the sense. 
The correction of Routh serum fo 
secundum (cf. Acts xv. 37) is vey 
plausible. If secandsums is correct 8 
must mean as assistant, as tn th 
second rank. [The addition of ss 
makes the reading stineris [sui] 
cium secum quite certain. F, J. A 


-] 
* The mepestion of [Rénsch] 
(Hesse s. 80) that ex opfinione is equr 
valent to é axo7#s seems to be most 
plausible. Ofinto has the meaning 
of rumour in the silver age. For- 
merly I supposed that the phrase 
represented xara rd dotay with § 
reference to ote xayol (Luke i. 3} 
° There is an analogy in the Freg- 
ment for the change of Quart to 
Quarium. But Evangeliorum ca 
hardly be right, and it is probable 
that the whole clause is soll 
Evangeliorum may be a blunder 
Evangelf librum, and comscripst may 
then be supplied from the fomer 
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et episcopis suis dixit : Coniciunate mihi hodie triduum, et quid | PURE 
culque fuerit reuelatum alterutrum' nobis enarremus. Eadem 
nocte reuelatum Andrez ex apostolis, ut recognoscentibus 
cunctis, Iohannes suo nomine cuncta describeret. * * * Et 
ideo® licet uaria singulis Euangeliorum libris principia docean- 
tur nihil tamen differt® credentium fidei, cum uno ac principali 
spiritu declarata sint in omnibus omnia de natiuitate, de 
passione, de resurrectione, de conuersatione cum discipulis 
suis, ac de gemino elus aduento‘ *primum in humilitate de- 
spectds, quod fuit, secundum potestate regali preeclarum, quod 
futurum est. * * * Quid ergo mirum si Johannes tam con- 
stanter singula etiam in epistulis suis proferat dicens in semet- 
ipsum*, Que uidimus oculis nostris, et aurtbus audiuimus, et 
manus nostra palpauerunt, hee scripsimus®? Sic enim non 
solum uisorem [se], sed et auditorem, sed et scnptorem omnium 
mirabilium domini per ordinem profitetur. 

Acta autem omnium apostolorum sub uno libro scripta sunt. 
Lucas optime Theophilo comprendit, quia sub presentia eius 
singula gerebantur, sicuti et tsemote’ passionem Petri euiden- 


sentence. But all conjectures are 
most uncertain, though the stop (in 
the MS.) after Evangelium favours 
such a conjecture as Hesse adopts... 
Evangelit hbrum secundum Fohan- 
nem. Fohannes ex... 

1 Alterutrum. Let us relate to 
one another the revelation which 
we receive. Comp. Acts vii. 26; 
James v. 16 (Vulgate). 

2 The whole passage from £¢ ideo 
—futurum est comes in very ab- 
ruptly and has no connexion with 
what precedes, which could be ex- 
pressed by sdeo ; and similarly what 
follows is not connected with it by 


erg. 
Sy Ninil tamen differt, obdtv diadé- 
Tp—t lores. 
an Aduento. The relatives and ad- 
jectives which follow shew that this 
was a neuter form answering to 
euentum, inuentum, &c. Possibly it 
occurs also in Ter. Phorm. 1. 3, 2. 


The addition of m is far less likely 
than the omission of it, or it would 
be simpler to keep primo and read 
secundo, praclaro. Vf the space at 
the end of the line indicates an omis- 
sion, guorum would complete the 
sense. 

5 In semctipsum. Kad’ davrov. 

6 The quotation from 1 Johni. 1 
is not verbal, but the word pa/pa- 
ucrunt, for contrectaucrunt (tractaue- 
runt, templaucrunt) is to be noticed. 
Tertullian twice quotes the verse 
with the Vulg. rendering; but Je- 
rome and Victorinus quote fa/pa- 
uerunt, and palpare represents ¥n\a- 
dog» in Luke xxiv. 39. 

? Semote proficiscentis. This sen- 
tence is evidently corrupt. If the 
general character of the errors of 
the manuscript had been favourable 
to the changes it would have been 
the simplest correction to read se- 
moth passtone...sed et profectione... 


~~ 
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ter declarat, sed et profectionem Pauli ab urbe’ ad Spaniam 


' proficiscentis.t * * * 


Epistulz autem Pauli, quz, a quo loco, uel qua ex causa 
directez sint, uolentibus intellegere ipsze declarant. Primum 
omnium Corinthiis schisma heresis* interdicens, deinceps’ Ga- 
latis circumcisionem, Romanis autem ordine scripturarum “, sed 
et principium earum esse Christum intimans, prolixius scripsit, 
de quibus singulis necesse est® a nobis disputari; cum® ipse 
beatus apostolus Paulus, sequens prodecessoris’ sui Iohannis 
ordinem, nonnisi nominatim septem ecclesiis scribat ordine 
tali: ad Corinthios (prima), ad Ephesios (secunda), ad Philip- 
penses (tertia), ad Colossenses (quarta), ad Galatas (quinta), 


proficiscentis, t.e, the narrative was 
that (in the main) of an eye-witness, 
as he evidently shews by setting 
aside without notice events so re- 
markable as the Martyrdom of Peter 
and even the last great. journey of 
Paul. Perhaps by reading semota 
declarant a fair sense may be ob- 


| tained. The personal narrative of 


St Luke deals with part of the Apo- 
stolic history, just as detached allu- 
sions clearly point to the Martyrdom 
of Peter (John xxi. 18, 19); and 
even the journey of Paul to Spain 
(Rom. xv. 24 t). It is however 
more likely that some words have 
been lost at the end of the sentence, 
such as significat Scriptura. 

1 “4b urbe indicates the Roman 
character of the document.”’ Tregel- 
les, p. 40. 

* Hesse (s. 158) quotes a parallel 
future genitive schism@e and reads 
schisma_ hereses, which, if indeed 
allowable, is probably to be received. 

* “*B after deinceps has generally 
been passed unnoticed; but this 
seems to be the Greek numeral letter 
retained by the translator.” ‘Tre- 
gelles, p. 42. 

* Ordine Scripturarum, according 
to the general tenour of the Scrip- 
tures. Compare Tregelles, p. 43, 
who points out that there are more 


quotations from the Old Testament in 
the Epistle to the Romans than in all 
the other Epistles of St Paul together. 
At thesametimeit must be noticed that 
ordinem is a very probable correction. 

6 The reference appears to be to 
the treatise from which the Fragment 
is taken. 

6 The sense of the passage seems 
to be that a detached discussion of 
the points raised by the great Epistles 
is necessary for the whole church, 
for though St Paul addressed seven 
churches he distinguished them only 
by name (nonnisi nominatim), while 


the typical number seven really 
marked their unity. Hesse rightly 


insists on the position of somsiseatian, 
though I cannot follow his interpre 
tation of this p : 

7 St John may be called the ‘pre 
decessor’ of St Paul, either because 
he was an Apostle before him (Gal. 
i. 17, rods mpd €uoU adwoord)ous), oF 
because the writer of the fragment 
placed the composition of the Apo- 
calypse before that of the last of St 
Paul's Epistles to Churches. It seems 
wholly unreasonable to suppose that 
the writer placed the composition of 
St John’s Gospel (Hesse, s. 98) ‘be 
‘fore the beginning of St Paul's 
‘literary activity.’ 


aes ~eneeT— 2 we ee OE eee 


-_ - 
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ad Thessalonicenses (sexta), ad Romanos (septima). Uerum | Appendix C. 
Corinthiis et Thessalonicensibus licet pro correptione iteretur',; 

una tamen per omnem orbem terre ecclesia diffusa esse dino- : 
scitur ; et Johannes enim in Apocalypsi, licet septem ecclesiis 
scribat, tamen omnibus dicit. Uerum ad Philemonem unam 
et ad Titum unam, et ad Timotheum duas’ pro affectu et dilec- ' 
tione; in honore tamen ecclesie catholice in ordinatione? | 
ecclesiastice disciplinze sanctificate sunt. Fertur etiam ad | 
LLaodicenses, alia ad Alexandrinos, Pauli nomine finctz ad | 
hzresim‘ Marcionis, et alia plura quz in catholicam ecclesiam | 
recipi non potest*: fel enim cum melle misceri non congruit. | 





cat nets nem meee en 


Epistula sane Iudz et superscripti Iohannis duas® in Semel 
lica’? habentur ; et Sapientia ab amicis Salomonis in honorem 


ipsius scripta®. 


Apocalypses etiam Iohannis et Petri tantum recipimus, 
quam quidam ex nostris legi in ecclesia nolunt. 





| 
Pastorem ; 


uero nuperrime temporibus nostris in urbe Roma Hermas 
conscripsit, sedente cathedra urbis Rome ecclesiz Pio episcopo 


fratre eius; et ideo legi eum 


3 J. ¢. so that the mystical number 
seven, symbolizing the unity of the 
Church, is apparently lost. 

* Duas. It seems best to change 
the preceding wa, una into unam, 
unam than to regard this as a nomi- 
native, which however perhaps oc- 
curs below. The amen in the fol- 
lowing clause implies the opposition 
of scripsit or the like. 

3 Perhaps in ordinationem is the 
better reading. The change, though 
not absolutely required, is suggested 
by the character of the MS. 

4 Ad haresim, 1.¢. wpos ri alpe- 
ow, bearing upon, whether against it 
or otherwise. 

5 Kecipi non potest, t. ¢ wapadap- 
BdvecOas ob Suvarov. 

© The reading of the MS.: Super- 
scriptio Ioannis duas is evidently cor- 
rupt. The —#zo is probably due to 
the zo— which follows (p. §33). The 
simplest correction is superscript, 
but superscripte suits the construc- 


quidem oportet, se publicare’ 


tion better (éxcyeypaupudevac ‘I wayvov). 
Hesse's arguments against the use of 
2 nominative duas (like frias) are 
strong, and it would probably be 
better to read dua. [Duas does occur 
in a Pompeian inscription: Academy, | 
Jan. 1877, p. 84.  1881.] 

7 In  catholica, the Catholic 
Church ; if the original reading was 
not 3 catholicts. 

8 The reference to Wisdom in a 
place where we should expect only the 
alntilegomena of the New Testament, 
finds a complete parallel in the ac- 
count which Eusebius gives of Cle- 
ment of Alexandria (//. Z. VI. 13), | 
Kéxpnrat...xal rais awd Twr ayTiNeyo- | 
pévaw ypagduw papruplas, Ti Te Neyo- | 

| 


pévns SoNopurros. Lodias xal r7s ‘In- 
gov Tov Zipax, xal THs wpds ‘EBpalovs : 
émioro\ns, THs Te Bapydfa, xal Kd7- | 
pevros, kal ‘Iovda. Comp. Euseb. | 
HM, E.v. 8. 
9 Se publicare, t. ¢. SnpoorederOat. | 


‘ 
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Appendix C./ yero in ecclesia populo, neque inter prophetas, tcompletum 


numero’. neque inter apostolos, in finem temporum potest. 
Arsinoi autem seu Ualentini, uel {Metiad * * nihil in totum 


recipimus. 


Qui etiam nouum psalmorum librum fMarcioni 


conscripserunt, una cum Basilide, fAssianom Cataphrygum 


constitutorem’ * * * 


1 Completum numero. This ap- 
pears to be corrupt, for the phrase 
can scarcely mean ‘A collection 
made up fully in number,’ as if Pro- 

phetas were W uivalent to Corpus 

lpropheirim | olkmar). There is 
no certain analogy in the fragment 
for the correction completo. 

% The conclusion is hopelessly 
corrupt, and evidently was so in the 
copy from which the Fragment was 
derived. A. Harnack has endea- 


voured to shew that ‘ AMfi#zadis’ is a 
correction of ‘ 7afzan#,’ and that the 
reference is to Tatian’s Diatessaron. 
He rewrites the whole passage as 
follows: Arsinoi autem seu Valentini 
vel Tatiani nihil in totum recipimus, 
qui [i.e. Tatianus] etiam novum Pre 
posttionum librum Marcioni conscrip- 
sit. Zeitschr. f. Luth. Theol. 1874 
pp. 275 ff.; 445 ff. Comp. Leim- 
ach, id. 1875, pp. 450 ff. 





APPENDIX D. 


THE CHIEF CATALOGUES OF THE BOOKS OF THE 
BIBLE DURING THE FIRST EIGHT CENTURIES. 


No. 
A. Catalogues ratified by Conciliar authority : Appendix). 
1, The Laodicene Catalogue..............+6 eatesteiods L 
2. The Carthaginian Catalogue ; and ............++ il. 
3. The Apostolic Catalogue: both ratified at the 
Quinisextine Council, Can. 2.1.....cs..seeeeeeees liL@ 
[The Catalogue in the Apostolic Constitutions...... ili.6] 
lb. Catalogues proceeding from the Eastern Church: 
1. Syria. 
Chrysostom, Syopsts ......c0.scecseeees re iv. 
WAUUUS: ioceqinsincnawas cvcduicaddagentnebsapanwcenes v. 
Johannes Damascemus .....:..4....c.scceecceeees vi. 
Ebed: JeSth oiscesestwecscvcseeteiess Sdsuvddetatacesvie. “Wil, 
2. Palestine. 
IMGILG: siieincosesinewagnseehepneradavacscuess seit Vill 
FUSCDIUS 5 acs tihanicesietinuey cu aveeus nen teraycnae ts IX. 
Cyril of Jerusalemt.............cccccesceeesceeeeces x 
E/PIPMANlusssscisssecnsisdsanscvutenseacesecwe sevens x1 
[COD AION cass ihassatucchetaaualaccaasteadsnesiibs xii 


3. Alexandria. 


| 
OVIGOI: tecigscaus catateewtdsecaunoseeswaasecs eeu Xlil. | 
Athanasius ceiciccseccadscisesssiwesdecccccteuscesee xiv. \ 
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Appendix D. 4. Asia Minor. . 
Gregory of Nazianzus ............cceceecesseeeee XV. 
Am philOehis 22 iecets vactessesacesdeeeseck ees aseek XV. 
The ‘Sixty Books’ ..... lec weentatneneeeaneuaats xvii. 
5. Constantinople. 
Leontius...... errery Sabeemanevurnetanmeedesyiiar: xviii. 
NICe PHOT US: vncars a axedccuseatednd eta see vanteeces xx. 


C. Catalogues proceeding from the Western Church: 


1. Africa. 
Stich. ap. Cod. Clarom.  ..........cecceeeeeeeese XX 
PAUQUSUNG psacesccasivedidcacnieweletecodki avec XXL 
2. Italy. 
Muratorian Canon ......cccccesceccscccecsceeee xxi 
PRUAStUS ics corercseaiatexetedseivesws vintinsivanies xxl. 
WOLOMG: sietcnce tl aeiietccvesvoiseteiedecskaacovaen XXIV. 
PRUNUS cites hss nace crecereaanaesarawasseciadas xX. 
[IANOCENE | oot icasareeaciatcnnla ayaa cache saosenuss XXVL. 
| Gelasiuis | sctcictiss cdsesincuiace iene. deeungcsewieurenn XXVIL 
CASSIOD OMS 5 c5 sa 2st asses ou menecrccuasceueas XXVIIL 
3. France. 
Fiary sossdineuaetoscud tesa vet aubeseniiesiorte XxI 
4. Spain. 
TSIGOTE: sGosceguies cudsee oes wisesiccsmetcansanseeess XXL 
5. Medizval. 
| John of Salisbury ...............ccc ccc eeeeeceneees xxtL 
Hugo of St Victor ............ baleen Shatuenauce: XXXII 
le 
CoNCcILIUM Can. LIX’, (Cf. Bickell, Stud. u. Krit. Wt. SS. 611 ff. ; supt. 
LaopIce- . , 
NUM. pp. 431 sqq.) 
363 A.D, 


1 Ea que ad Novum Testamentum ecclesia cantari, nec libros preta & 
spectant ex libris manuscriptis potis- sonem legi, sed sola sacra volumin’ 
simum hausi, czetera ex impressis. novi testaments vel veleris. Cui coo 

2 E cod. Bibl. Univ. Cant. Ez. rv. sentt. intt. Syrr. Codd. Mus, Bnt- 
29. Coll. cod. Arund. §33 Mus. Brit. 14,526, 14,538, 14,529. 

(Ar.) Dionysius Exig. hectantumha- Idem ‘Canon, nisi quod Barwh 
bet : Mon oportet plebcios psalmosin Lamentationes e Epistola omittuntut, 
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vf. “Ore ob Set wrixors Warpors A€yer Par év rH exxANoIKag, 
ovde dxavoviora BiBAia, aAAd pova ra Kavovixa THS KawAS Kai 
wadaas' Siabynys. “Ooa Set BiBria avaywwoxerOar* *zadaras 
SiaOyxyns* a’ Téveois xoopov. fF "Efodos ef Alyvrrov. y Aeviti- 
cov. 8 "ApiOpot. € Aevrepovomuov. Ss” "Inoovs Navy. £ Kprrai, 
“Povf. 1 "EoOyp. & Bacireuiy rpwrn xat Sevtépa. ¢ Bacrrewy 
tpity Kal Terapryn. wa Ilapaderopeva, tpirov kat Sevrepov. if 
"Eodpas, mpdrov xat Sevrepov. ty’ BiBdos Vadpdv éxarov revry- 
xovra, 16 Tapoiuiat Sodouwvros’ ce "ExxAnoworys. 1S” "Aopa 
goparwv. wf lWwB. wn Awdexa mpopyta if "Hoaias. x’ 'lepe- 
pias xa Bapovx, @pyvoi cat "ExurroAai. xa ‘TefeximrA. xB Aavind. 
ra 82 ris Kawys Siabyxns** evayyédua 5, xara MarOaiov, xard 
Mapxor, xara Aovxay, cata Iwavyyv. pages arorroAwy. érwto- 
Aai xaoAKal érra: ovTws** "laxwBov a’. érpova’. B. “Iwavvov 
a. B.y*. “Iovdaa’. érurroAal TMavAov 5%. = apos ‘Pwpaiovs a’’ 
apos KopivOiovs a. 8° xpos Tadaras a* pos "Edecious a’* mpos 
@itirryciovs a’* mrpos Kodaccaets a * rpos @ercadovexets a. SB’ 
pos ‘EBpaiovs a* mpos Tysobeov a. 8° mpos Titov a’: ‘xpos 
Dirypova a’. 


Il. 


Can. 39 (ita B. C. Can. 47. Mansi, m1. 891. Labbe and 
Cossart, 11. 1409. Cf. supr. pp. 439 seqq-)’. 

Item placuit ut preter Scripturas canonicas nihil in eccle- 
sia legatur sub nomine divinarum Scripturarum. Sunt autem 
Canonice Scripture he*®: Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numeni, 
Deuteronomium, Jesus Naue, Judicum, Ruth, Regnorum libri 
quatuor, Paralipomenon libri duo, Job, Psalterium Davidicum, 
habetur in Cafitula Aguisgran. c.  °© Bick. +ovrus. 

XX. (Mansi, x1. App. 161, ed. Flor. 7 Bev. Ar. proem. «al. 


1767), hoc titulo preposito: De - ® Ecod. Coll. SS. Trin. Cant. B. 
bris Canonicis. Sacerdotibus. Lectt. xiv. 44, sec. xii. in quo ordo cano- 


varr. littera A notavi. num hic est: i.—xxxvii. xlix. xlvii. 
1 Ar. ris ©. kal x. xlviii. (Placuit — ministri), x\viii. 
3 Ar. al. prem. ris. (Quibus—fin.) + xxxviii. Ge. Colla- 
3 Bick. al. ra 8 ris x. 3. ravra. tis Codd. Mus. Brit. (B.) Cott. Claud. 
rns 6¢ x. 3. ravra. Ar. D. g. sec. xi. ; (C) Reg. 9, B. xii. 
4 Bev. om. odrws. Ar. om. é. ov. 9 Mansi om. Ae. 


5 Cod. Cant. a. f. Ar. ¥.. 


Appendix D. 


Concit.ium 

CAKTHAGI- 

NIENSE IU. 
397 A.v. 
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Appendix D. | Salomonis libri quinque, libri duodecim prophetarum, Jesaias, 


Can, APosT. 


Jeremias, Ezechiel, Daniel, Tobias, Judith, Esther, Esdre hbn 
duo, Machabeorum libri duo. Novi autem Testamenti, evan- 
geliorum libri quatuor, Actuum Apostolorum liber unus, Epi- 
stole Pauli Apostoli’ xiii, ejusdem ad Hebreos una, Petn 
apostoli duz, Johannis*® tres, Jacobi i., Judz i.*, Apocalypsis 
Johannis liber unus*. Hoc etiam fratri et consacerdoti* nostro 
Bonifacio, vel aliis earum partium Episcopis, pro confirmando 
isto canone innotescat, quia a patribus ista accepimus in ec- 
clesia legenda®. Liceat autem’ legi passiones martyrum cum 
anniversarli eorum dies celebrantur*, 


IIT a. 


Can. LXxxvi. (al. Lxxxv.) (Bunsen, Anal. Ante-.Nic. Il. p- 
30)°: “Eorw Sé upiv wdou xAnpixois Kai Aaixots BrBAta ceBaopsa 
Kat ay THs pty wadaas Sabyxns Mwioéws mwévre, Tévers, 
"Efodos, Aevirexov, "ApiOpot, xai Aevrepovopiov® "Inco rot Navy 
€v’ tov Kpitov ev’ trys ‘Poul &y Bacwiev téccapa’ Tapade- 
ropevwv, TAS BiBAov trav qyepav, Svo" “Eodpa Svo° “Eobyp o. 
TovdeiO €v> MaxxaBaiwv rpia’ Iw8 év° Vadpot éxaroy wevrpxovta’ 
YorAopwvos AiBAia tpia, wapoupiat, exxAYowTTys, Gopa goparur. 
mpopyra: Sexace whey St yuiv xpocreropeicOw pavOdverw vpey 
Tous véous THY Godiay TO roAvpabovs Yeipay. yucrepa Sé, rowr 
éort THs Kawvns SwaOyKys, evayyéAua tércapa””, MarGaiov, Mapxer, 
Aovxa, "Iwavvov’ TavAov érurroAai Sexarécoapes* Lérpou éreore 
Aai Svo* "Iwavvov tpets’ “laxwBov pia’ “Iovda pia''s KAyqperros 
érurroAai'® Svo, cat ai Svarayai vuiv"™ rots érvoxomots Se’ épow KAy- 
pevros év oxre BiBNots mporrepwvynpevat, as ov xpy Sypoorever 


1¢. B.C. M. Pault ap. ep. ® Hic Catal. integer exstat in 
2 M.+apostoli=B. C. Codd. Syrr. (Mus. Brit.) 14,526, 
3M. Fude aposto una e Fac. 14,527, sec. vi. vel vii; non autem 
und. in MS. Arab. 7207. Dion. Exig. 
4M. ‘Quidam vetustus codex Canones tantum L. vertit. 
sic habet: De confirmando isto ca- 1° Syr.4gua@ antea memoracvimns. 
none transmarina ecclesia consula- 11 "I, 4. om. cod. Bodl, ap. Ber. 
tur.’ (Ueltzen.) 
5 B. cocpiscopo. 12 Syr. duce cpp. mee Clementis. 


6 C. agenda vitiose. 7 C. etiam. Comp. Lightfoot, pp. 274 ff. 
8 B. dies cel. cor. C. dies cor.celebr. 1% Bunsen vuwr? err. typ. 
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éxi wavrwv Sia ta ey avrais pvorixa’ Kal ai mpages ypwv Tov 
arooroAwy, 


IfI 3. 
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Lib. 11. 57, péros & o dvayriorys ep vymhod rivos éorus | Const. 


bd 
avayiwr ners ta Muocéws xai ‘Inoot rod Naw), ra tov Kpirav Kai 
Tw BaowAcusy, Ta TuV TapaAeuropévwy Kal Ta THs "Exravodov' 
xpos Touro Ta Tou "Iu Kai Tov YoAopdvos Kal ta tTwv éxxaidexa 
xpopyrav. “Ava Svo S& yevopevwy [1]. yvopevwv] avayvwoparwv 
repos Tis Tovs Tou Aavid WadA€rw vyvous kal o Aads Ta axpoorixia 
vrowadrérw. Mera rotro ai mpagets ai nucrepar avaytvwoKéoOw- 
X 9 s 4 ra) a e a“ a .) rd ry 
Gay Kat érurroAat IlavAov tov ovvepyou nuwy, as éréoretre rats 
éxxAnoias Kal’ upyynow Tov ayiov mveyparos’ Kal peta TavTa 
o a o bY oe Q 2 , as a “ 
Scaxovos } xpecBurepos avaywwoxérw 7a evayyéAua & éyw Mar6aios 
.? , ’ ea . aioe Y o 
kat Iwavvyns wapedwxapev piv Kat & ot cvvepyot TavAov mapedr- 
gores xaréAcupay vpiv Avxds xat Mapxos, 


IV. 


Synopsis Sacr. Script. ap. Chrys. Tom. vi. p. 314 ff. Ed. 
Bened, Migne, Patr. Gr. LVI. 313 f.: 2xowds...rav Aabyxav 
els, tov avOpurwv 7 SwpOwors...p9 Toivev vopitérw tis Eévoy evar 
vouobérov 70 waAatas ioropias Suryeicbac Kai vopovs avaypapev’ 
Orep yap icxver vopos totTo Kal 4 Supynos trou Biov tay adyiwv' 
"Eore roivwy ris raXads 70 pév ioropixov ws 7 oxTarevxos (Genesis, 
Exodus, Leviticus, Numeri, Deuteronomium, Josue, Judices, 
Ruth)...Mer’ éxetvo (‘Pov@) ai Baorrciat ai réooapes...pera 5¢ ras 
Baorrcias "Eo dpas...(316)...77s ovv madaas éore TO prev ioroptKoy 
tovro Sy & mrpoepyxapev, ro 5é¢ cupBovAevrixoy ws al re Tlapotpiat 
cal 7 Tov Seipax Lodia xal o "ExxAnowaorns Kai ta “Aopata Tov 
“‘hopdrwr, to de mpodyrexdy ws ot dexaeg dey mpodijrat cat ‘Pov6 
?) cai Aavid...(318) éori 5é xat 77s Kauvijs BiBdia, ai ‘“ExurroAai 
ai Sexarécoapes IlavAov, ra Evayye\ta 7a técoapa, Sv0 piv Tov 
pabyrav tov Xpurrov “Iwavvov cat Mar@aiov' duo S¢ Aovxd xai 
Mapxov’ dy o pv tov Iérpov 6 52 rot IavAov yeyovact pabyrai, 
of pey yap avromral qoav yeyernpevor, Kal ovyyevopevoe TH 


AprvosT, 


Xpiorp of St wap ekeivww ta exeivov SwdeEapevor ds trepovs 
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Appendix D. eiyveynay: Kal TO TOV Tpafewy 5¢ BiBAiov, xai avro Aouxa istopy- 
TavTos Ta yevopeva’ al tov KaBoAuKdy "Exurrodai tpeis. 


V. 

ene De partibus divine legis’, Lib, 1. c. 2 (Galland, xii 79 seqq 
c.ssoap. | Kihn, Zheodor v. Mopsuestia, 471 ff.) Species [scripture]...aut 
historia est, aut prophetia, aut ER Rae aut simpliciter 

docens. 
c. 3. De historia...Discipulus. In quibus libris divina contt- 
netur historia? Afagister. In septemdecim. Gen. i. Exod. 
i, Levit. i. Num. 1. Deuter. i. Jesu Nave i. Judicum 1 
Ruth i. Regum secundum nos iv. secundum Hebreos i. 
Evangeliorum iv. secundum Matthzeum, secundum Mar- 
cum, secundum Lucam, secundum Joannem, Actuum Apo 
stolorum i. JD. Nulli alii Libri ad divinam Histonam 
| pertinent? Af. Adjungunt plures: Paralipomenon i. 
Job. i. Tobize* i. Esdre i. Judith i. Hester i, Maccab. it 
D. Quare hi libri non inter canonicas scripturas currunt? 
M. Quoniam apud Hebrzos quoque super hac differen- 
tia recipiebantur, sicut Hieronymus ceterique testantur... 
c. 4. De Prophetia....D. In quibus libris prophetia suscipitur? 
Af. Inseptemdecim. Psalmorum cl. lib. i Osee lib: 
Esaiz lib. 1. Joel lib. i. Amos lib. i. Abdiz lib. i Jonz lib. 1 
Miche lib. i. Naum. lib. i. Habacuc lib. i. Sophoniz lib.t 
Hieremiz lib. i. Ezechiel lib. i. Daniel lib. i: Aggzei lib i. 


Zacharize lib. i. Malachi lib. i. Czeterum de Johann — 
Apocalypsi apud orientales admodum dubitatur...... 
lc. 5. De proverbiis...D. In quibus hc [proverbialis species] 
libris accipitur? Jf, In duobus: Salomonis Proverbiorum 
lib. i. et Jesu filii Sirach lib. i. JD. Nullus alius bber 
huic speciei subditur? Af Adjungunt quidam librum gut 
vocatur Sapientiz et Cantica Canticorum...... 





1 Ad. Primasium Episcopum (c. mundanis studiis Grammatica ¢ 
553 A.D.) Pref. ... [vidi] quendam Rhetorica, ordine ac regulariter tra- 
Paullum nomine, Persam genere, ditur... ejus... regulas quasdam ...ia 
qui in Syrorum schola in Nisibi urbe duos brevissimos Pres collegi... 
est edoctus, ubi divina lex per ma- #2 Cf, Kihn, §§ 354 f. 
gistros publicos, sicut apud nos in 
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c. 6. De simplia doctrina...D. Qui libri ad simplicem doc- Appendix D. 

trinam pertinent? Jf. Canonici septemdecim'; id est ; 

Eccles. lib. 1. Epist. Pauli Apostoli ad Rom. i. ad Corinth. 

li. ad Gal. 1. ad Ephes. i. ad Philip. 1. ad Coloss. i. ad 

Thessal. ii. ad Timoth. ii. ad Titum i. ad Philem. i. ad 

Hebr. i. ; beati Petri ad gentes prima; et beati Johannis | 

prima. JD. Nulli alii libri ad simplicem doctrinam perti- | 
nent? Af. Adjungunt quamplurimi quinque alias que | 
Apostolorum Canonice nuncupantur; id est: Jacobi i. 
Petri secundam, Judz unam, Johannis ii....... 

c. 7. De auctoritate Scripturarum. D. Quomodo divinorum 
librorum consideratur auctoritas? 4. Quia quedam? 
perfectz auctoritatis sunt, quedam mediz, quzedam nul- 
lius. J. Que sunt perfectz auctoritatis? Jf. Que 
canonica in singulis speciebus absolute numeravimus. 
D. Que medie? AM. Que adjungi a pluribus diximus. 
D. Que nullius auctoritatis sunt? Jf. Reliqua omnia. 
D. In omnibus speciebus he differentiz inveniuntur? 

_M. In historia et simplici doctrina® omnes ; nam in pro- 
phetia mediz auctoritatis libri preter Apocalypsim non 
reperiuntur ; nec in proverbiali specie omnino cassata‘*. 


VI. 


De fide Orthodoxa, 1. 17°: toréov 8€ ws eixoce nat Svo | Jonaxxrs 
DAMASCE- 


BiBrou ciot ris wadads Siabyxys Kata ta orotxeta THs “EBpatdos | nus 


't 7§0 A.De 





a. 6” 8 , S a > e 4 8 n~ e 
guwvias’ cixoos Sv0 yap orotxela Exovory && wv révre SurAobvrar ws 
yiverOon aura cixoor Errd. Surdovv yap éore 10 Xag xai ro Meu 
xat to Noty xai ro IIé xai ro Sadi 810 Kat ai BiBrou Kata Tovrov 

4 4 » ¢ Q 9 Led ” AY 8 e ¢ 
Tov Tpooy cixoot Svo péev apiOpovvrat eixooe érta Sé evpioxovrat 
Sta ro révre && avrav SirAovaGar. uvadrrerac yap “Pov rois 
Kptrats xat apiOuetrar wap “EBpaiots pia BiBAos* y mputy Kai 4 

o A“ “~ , ld € ‘4 . e , “ 

Sevrépa tev Bagirtedy pia BiBros’ y tpiry Kat 9 TeTaApTy ToY 
1 See Kihn; alii sexdecim. Kihn, /. ¢. 
2 i.e. BiBMa. Cf. Kihn, § 377 n. 6 Ex edit. Lequien, Paris, 1712; 
3 Gallandii pravam interpunctio- collata vers. Lat. Joannis Burgun- 
nem correxi: doctrina: omnes nam- dionis (c. 1180 A.D.), civis Pisani, 


ye... ex codd. Mus. Brit. Rez. 6, B, xii. 
4 i.e. wayrws dwoxexpypéva, Cf. (a); §, D, x. (B)3 add. 15,407 WY). 


Cc. WN 





546 





CATALOGUES OF BOOKS OF THE BIBLE 


Appendix D. | Baotkedv pia BiBdos* y mrputy wal q Sevrépa tov [apadere- 


Kgep Jesu. 
{ 1318 A.D. 





pévev pia BiBros' 4 mpwrn cai 7 Sevrépa rot "Eodpa pia BiBros’ 
ouTws obv ovyKetytat ai BiBAror év wevtarevyols Térpace Kal péror- 
gw aAAa dSvo ws clvae tas évduabérovs BiBAovs ovrws’ revze 
vouuxas, Teveow, "E€odov, Aevitexov, “ApiOpot, Aevrepovopuor. 
Autry mpwry Tevrarevyxos 7) Kai vopobecia. Elra aAAy rervtareryos 

a r wn , a ¢€ , @ 49 q 7 
Ta Kadovpeva ['padeta rapa tice St ‘Ayteypada atria éorev ovTws 
"Ingots o tot Navy, Kpiral pera rijs ‘Pov6, BaciAewwv zpwry pera 

“ 4 , y e GU ‘ a , , , \ 
tis Sevrepas BiBXos pia, 7 tTpity peta THs TeTaptys BiBAos pia xai 
ai Svo trav TapaXeropéevwy BiBros pio. Auvry Sevrépa trerta- 
revyos. Tpity mevrarevxos al orexypes BiBrAo., row “IwB, 10 
WaArrypiov, Tlapousztac ZoAopdvros, “ExxAyovactys Tod avroi, ta 
wy ~ +] 4 a“ : “~ oe , e 
Aopara tov Aopatwy tov avrov. Terapryn wevrarevyos 9 Tpodr- 

ld > > > ’ 
Tuxy, TO Swoexarpopyrov BiBros pia, Hoadas, ‘lepepias, “Lelyxim), 
AavaA, era rod “Ecdpa ai dvo eis piay ovvarropevae BiBror', 
cain EoOyp. ‘H dé Wavaperos, rovréorw 4 Yodpia rot Yodopar- 
“ € r a A a e ‘ \ A ys a ry éZ 

Tos Kat 7 Yopia tod Inoot, nv o rarynp pév rod Stipax efebero 
‘EBpaiort ‘EAAnvori 58 ypyyvevoey 6 TovToU pey Eeyyovos (? éxyo 
vos) “Inoots tov 5& Xipax vids’ évdperor pév Kal xadal adX’ ovx 
apiOpotyras ovdé Exevro év TH KiBwre. 

Ths S¢ véas Sabyxys evayyédta® téocapa’ ro” kata Maréaior, 
to xata Mdpkxov, to kata Aovxay*, to cata Iwavvnv. Upages rar 
ayiwy arootéAwy dia Aovxd tov evayyeAorov. KafoXcxal® err 
croXai érra’ ‘laxwBov pia, Wérpov® dvo, "Iwavvov zpeis, "Iovda pu 
IlavAov arooroAov éroroAat’ Sexaréooapes. Aroxaduypes® Iwavvor 

9 n~ , na e ». > o 9 Y o 
evayyeAtorod. Karoves tov ayiwy arogroAwv” da KAyjpertos. 


VII. 
Catal. Libr. omn. LEcclesiasticorum (Assemani, Bib/, Or. 1. 


furs 1. pp. 3 seqq.). 
Proemium, Virtute auxilii tui Deus, 


1 R, 2428 addit cal 9’Iovdi0(Leq.). 7 =epistole y. sed man. sec. adi. 


2 Evangelistic y. 8 Apochalypsis y. 

3 guod sec. M. &c. B. ¥. 9 R. 2428 xal émicrodal dvo &a 
tro Kx. A.=B. KAnpevros, sed interpolatum varie 
5 Canonice a. Catholica Bp. y. huncce codicem esse monuimus 


6 + tertius punctis suppos. y. (Lea. ). 
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Et precibus omnis justi insignis, 
Ac matris celeberrime, 
Scribere aggredior Carmen admirabile : 
In quo Libros Divinos, 
Et omnes Compositiones Ecclesiasticas, 
Omnium priorum et posteriorum 
Proponam Lectoribus. , 
Nomen Scriptorum commemorabo, 
Et quznam scripsere, et qua ratione, 
In Deo autem confidens, 
En a Moyse initium duco. 
>». 1. Lex quinque Libri, 
Genesis, Liber Exodi, 
Liber Sacerdotum, Numer, 
Et Liber Deuteronomii. 
Dein Liber Josue filii Nun, 
Post hunc Liber Judicum, 
Et Samuel et Liber Regum 
Et Liber Dabarjamin ct Ruth. 
Et Psalmi David Regis: 
Et Proverbia Solomonis et Cohelet: 
Et Sirat Sirin et Bar-Sira: 
Et Sapientia Magna, ct Job. 
Isaias, Hosee, Joel, 
Amos, Abdias, Jonas, 
Michzeas, Nahum, Habacuc, 
Sophonias, Aggzeus, Zacharias, 
Malachias, et Hieremias, 
Ezechiel, et Daniel: 
Judith, Esther, Susanna, 
Esdras, et Daniel minor, 
Epistola Baruch: et liber 
Traditionis seniorum, 
Josephi' autem scribze exstant 


De Flavio Josepho.. hic loqui- Gorionide per errorem confundat, ut 
Sobensis, etsi eum modo cum ex sequentibus palam fit. (Assem.) 
»po Phryge, modo cum Josepho 


NWN 
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Appendix D. Proverbia', et Historia filiorum Samonz’. 
Liber etiam Macabzorum’, 
Et Histona Herodis Regis 
Et liber postremz desolationis 
Hierosolymez per Titum. 
Et liber Asiathz uxoris 
- Josephi justi filii Jacob: 
Et liber Tobie et Tobith 
Justorum Israelitarum. 


Cap. ii. Nunc absoluto Veteri 
Aggrediamur jam Novum Zestamentum: 
Cujus caput est Matthzus, qui Hebraice 
In Palestina scripsit. 

Post hunc Marcus, qui Romane 
Loquutus est in celeberrima Roma: 

Et Lucas, qui Alexandre 
Greece dixit scripsitque : 

Et Joannes, qui Ephesi 
Greco sermone exaravit Evangelium. 
Actus quoque Apostolorum, 

Quos Lucas Theophilo inscripsit. 

Tres etiam Epistole que inscribuntur 
Apostolis in omni codice et lingua, 
Jacobo scilicet et Petro et Joanni; 

Et Catholice nuncupantur. 

Apostoli autem Pauli magni 

Epistole quatuordecim‘...... 


' Cap. lili. Evangelium, quod compilavit 
| Vir Alexandrinus 


_ | Fabulas ésopicas intelligit, 3 De opere quod sub nom 
;quas Orientales recentiores Syri sephi Gorionsdis...publicatum 
Arabesque Josepho Hebrzo perpe- loquitur. (Assem.) Equide 
ram adscribunt : utrumque enim vo- Librr. Macc. i. ii. interpretor. 
cant MQADraMQ. Yosipum, hoc * Ep. ad Hebraos locum u 
est Josephum. (Assem.) obtinet. 
3 3.¢. Lib. iv. Maccab. 
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Ammonius qui et Tatianus, Appendix 1). 
Illudque Diatessaron appellavit. 


Cap. iv. Libri quoque quorum Auctores sunt 
Discipuli Apostolorum. 
Liber Dionysii 
Philosophi czlestis. 

Cap. v. Et Clementis unius ex septuaginta...... 


VIII. ; 


Fragm. ap. Euseb. H. £. tv. 26. MedAdrov ‘Ovyoipe 76 | Merito, 
adeAPG yalpev. éredy...xal pabety tyy tTav radady BiBrLwv oe 
eBovdAyOns axpiBeav wooa tov apiOpov, Kat orota tHv taf elev 
éomoviaca to To.wotTo mpafat...aveAOuy ovv eis THY avaToAny Kal 
€ws Tov Torou yevopevos évOa éxnpvxOy kai érpadyOy Kai axpiBis 
pabuy ra Tis wadads Siabyxns BiBrAia vrordgas ereppd co, ov 
dori ra ovopata. Mwuioéws wévre’ Devers, “Efodos, “ApiOpoi, 
Acurixov, Aevrepovdpuov’ "Incots Navy: Kpitai, ‘Pov6- Bacco 
réccapa’ IlapaXeropevwy dv0’ Vardpav Aavid: ZoAopdvos Iap- 
oypitas } Kai Sodpia'> “ExxAnowuocrms "Aocpa aoparov’ ‘IWB. zpo- 
gyrav, ‘Hoatov, Tepeuiov, trav dudexa év povoBiBrw, AavnA, ‘Tele- 
nnd, "Eodpas. e§ dy xai tas éxAoyas eroujodpyy... 


IX. 
ff. E. ut. 25. Cf. supr. pp. 414 seqq. Evsentt's, 
t 340A.D. 
X. 
Catech. wv. 33 (22 ed. Mill.) wept trav Oecdv ypaday. | Cvanus. 
~ >» 2 ‘ < _e , ee oe «| Ep. Hien- 
..-Bropabas ériyrwh xai wapa tis éxxAnoias rota pev elowy ai | sot. 349. 
ays madaas Siabyxys BiBro, rotas dé THs Kawvis...... wrohv cov | 34» 


ppovipwrepa Kai evrAaBéorepar Foav ot ‘AmcatoAc Kal of apxator 
éxioxorot, of TAS éxxAnoias mpooTatat, of TavTas mapadovTes’ ov 
ovy Téxvov THS éxxAncias pn Tapaxadpatte Tovs Hecpovs. Kai rijs 
uey madads Siabyxns ws etpyrat tas eixoor Svo peréra BiBdAovs, as 
ei propabys tvyxdves e.0v A€yovros ovopacti peuvicOas orovda- 
gov. Tov vouou pév yap cicty ai Muctws mpora wévre BiBAor, 


1 All, xal 9 Sola. 
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E.PIPHANIUS, 
Ep. Cypr. 
I ¢. 403 A.D. 


| 
| 
| 
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Téveots, “Egodos, Aevitexdv, "AptOpoi, Aevrepovdprov. “Efqs 8 
‘Ingots vios Navj, xat ro tav Kpirov pera tis “PovO BiBdjiov 
€BSopov apiOpovpevov. Tay S& Aowrdy icropixav BuBdALwv 4 rpern 
cai y Sevrépa twv Bacivewv pia zap “EBpaios éoti BiBaAos, pia 
S¢ xat 9 tpity Kat 4 Terdprn. “Opoiws Sé wap’ avrots xai Ter 
Tlapaderopéevwv 4 mpury cat 4 Sevtépa pia tvyxdve BiBAos, nai 
tov “Eodpa 4 mputy xat 4 Sevrépa pia AcAdyrotar’ Swodexdry 
BiBdos 4 "EcOjp. Kai ra pe ioropexa ratra. Ta 8% oreynpe 
rvyxave. mévte, ‘IWB, xat BiBdrAos WVadpwv, cai Tapoupia, xai 
"ExxAno.actys, kat "Acpa gopatwv értaxadéxatoy BiBriov. ‘Ext 
dé rovtos Ta mpopytixa wevre’ Tov SuWdexa tpopyTdy pia BiBdos 
kat “Hoatov pia xat lepepiov pia pera Bapovy xat Opyvev cai 
"Emotodys, elra “leLexcyd cal 9 Tod AavjA, eixoorndevrépa Bi Bros 
Ts Twadaas dtabyxys. Hs 5é xawys Siabynns ta réocapa pova 
evayyéhia’ ta S€ Aowra wWevdertypagda cat BrAaBepa teyxdva’ . 
éypayay xat Maryato. xara Owpav evayyédiov, dep evwdia THs 
evayyeAucys tpoowvupias ériuxexpwopevov SuaPBeipa tas Yuyas Ter 
amAovotépwr. Séxov Sé xat ras mpagas twv dudexa amoaroAu’ 
mpos Tovtas Sé€ xat tras érta ‘laxwBov xai [lérpov, ‘Iwavvov xai 
‘Iovda, xaBodtkas émiotodas’ émoppayopa b€ Twy wzdyTwY Ka 
pabynrav ro reXevtaiov, tas TlavAov Sexatéocapas érurtoAas’ 10 
5 Aoura mdvra KeicOw' ev Sevtépw. Kal doa pév ev exxAnoiass pH 
araywuoKetat, Taita pyde Kata gavrov avayivwoxe Kaus yxor 


XI. 


Heresis vu. 6. (Dindorf, 1. 301 f.) “Eoxov 5¢ odroe of ‘Toe 
Sato. axpt THs azo BaBvAdvos alypadwoias éxavodov BiBAous re 
kal mpopytas Tovrous Kat mpopytav BiBXrous ravTas* wpwryy pa 
Téveow, Sevrépay S¢ "Efodov...Acvirixov... AptOpous...Aevrepore- 
puov...exty BiBros “Incov tot Navy...rdv Kpirov...ris “Pov6... 
rob 1dB...7d VaAryjprov...Tapoupiat Soromavros... ExxAnovaorys... 
70 "Acpa Tav dopartuv...tév BaciAewy rpaTy...BacWewy Sevrepe 
...BacWewy tpiry...Bacwveacy rerapty...Tapademtopévwy xpery 
.. Tlapadaropevwy Sevtépa...ro Awdexarpogytov... Hoaias... lepe 


+ AX. bbe velo@a, 
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pias peta tov Opyvwv xai "ExurtoA@y avtov Te xat Tov Bapovy... 
Telexifd...Aavgr..."Ecdpas a..."Ecdpas fy...eixoory éBdoun 
"Eo Oyp'' atbraé ciow ai eixoorerra BiBAor ai éx Beod Soetvar Tots 
"lov8aiors, eixoordvo S€ eto Ws Ta Tap’ arrois aroyeia Tov ‘EBpai- 
KOv ypappatwoy apiOpovpevac dia to SirA0tcGar Séxa BiBrous eis 
wévre Neyopevas...ciol 5¢ kai aAAat wap avrots S¥o BiBAo év ap- 
drextw y Yopia tov Yipay cal y Tov YoAopwvros, xwpis adAwv 
tuwwv BrBriwy évaroxpvgpuv. 


Heresis Lxxvi. Conf. Act. Vv. p. 941; Dindorf, 111. 396. Ei 
yap Hs ef ayiov rvevpatos yeyernpévos Kai tpopytats Kal azrocrd- 
Aows pepaOnrerpevos, ede oe SueAOdvra az’ apyys yevéerews Kocpov 
axpt Tov "EoOyp ypovwy év etxoor kat érra BiBAos radraas diaby- 

” v4 ? , , . © 2 » ? \ 2 
Kys, etxoot Sv0 apiOpoupevas, térrapoe S€ ayious evayyeAlots, Kal év 
, 9 a “A e 4 2 a 4 . 9» 
Tegoaporxaidexa émistoAats Tov ayiov arootdAov TavAov, xai év 
Tais Tpd ToUTWY, Kal Duy Tals ey Tois avToY xpuvors TIpateon Tuy 
amooTéAwy, kabodxais émioroAais “laxwBov xai Weérpov xat Iwav- 
vou xat “Iovda, xai év rq Tov ‘Iwavvov ‘AroxaAvWa, &y TE Tais 
Sohiars, BorAopwvtros ré tL xalt viod Sipdy, Kat mucats amAws 
ye ne pax 

ypapais Oetas...... 

De Mens. ct Pond. 4. Dindorf, 1v. 7. Ovrws yoov cvyKew- 


rar ait BiBAo ev revrarevyos TétTgpoL Kat pévovow aAdat Svo 
e a c ? \ , , ¢ ; , ‘ 
voTEepovoa, ws elvar tas évduabérouvs BiBAovs ovtws’ wevTEe pev 
VOJUKGS...1TévTE TTiXHpES...€LTa GAA TevTaTevyos Ta KaAovpeva 
“ , ‘ e , , bid a nd 
ypadpeia rapa tice S€ aywypada Acyopeva, atwa eoTW oUTUS, 
"Inoot rou Navy BiBros, Kpurav peta rHs ‘Pov, Uapaderopévwr 
axpum peta THs Sevtépas, Baciiawy mpwry peta THs Sevrépas, 
Bacwewov tpitry peta THS TETapTyS. avTH TpiTH TevTAaTEvyOS. 
ahrAy revtarevyos To Awdexarpidyrtorv, Haaias, ‘lepeuias, leCexind, 
Aavind. Kai avtTn 4 mpopytixn mevratevyos. Euevay 5¢ adda 
o ~ ” 
Svo0 aitweés clot Tov “Eadpa pia xat avry AoyCopévyn kat addy 
BiBdros 4 THs "EoOnp xadcita. erAnpwOyoay ody ai ecixoodvo 
a“ : ) 
BiBro xara tov apOpoy ray cixooidv0 croixeiwy Tap ‘“Efpatoss. 
al yap ontxypas S80 BiBrAo 4 Te ToD Nodopdvtos 4 Tavaperos 


“a ~ “ 4 ‘ a % fed 
Aeyopévy, kai y Tov “Inco rot viob Xipax éxyovov de tov “Tyooo ' 


1 elxoorn éBd30un "Eo Onp, TwBir, ‘lovél@ (Dindt.). 


rr re ee A 
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Appendix D. 


Ixpex 
Cad. Alex. 


Tov Kal tv Xodiay “EBpaoti ypaipavros, yv 0 Exyovos a 
Incots éppnveicas ‘“EAAnnoTi eypaie, cal atrar xpyoysar pev 
Kal wpdAoe GAN’ els apiOpov pyrav ovx avadédpovrar, do ovt 
To Apwy averéOyoay, tovréotiy év TH TAS SabyKys KeBwre. 


XII. 
Téveous xoopov, 
"Efodos Alyurrov, 
Aevirexov, 
"ApiOp0i, 
Aevrepovopoy, 
"Iyoovs Navy, 
Kpirai, 
“‘Pov8. opov BiBra 7. 
BactAewy a, 
Bacwrewy £, 
BaowXeuwv y’, 
Bacar 9, 
TlapaAeuropévev a’, 
TlapoAcopévur fi’. 
opov BiBrJa S. 
Tlpopyrat us, 
‘Qoné a’ .....- 
"Hoaias ty’ 
"lepepias oS (add. Baruch, Lament. Epist.) 
"TeLexinr ce’, 
Aaviyd 5’ (cum additamentis), 
"EoOyp (cum additamentis), 
Tw£Bir, 
"TovdeiO, 
"Eadpas a’ tepevs (1 Esdras), 
"Eodpas & iepevs (Esdras Canonicus, Neemias), 
MaxxaBaiwy Adyos a’, 
MaxxaBaiwy Aoyos B’, 
MaxxaBaiwv Adyos y’, 
MaxxaBaiwy Adgyos 8, 





_ es fee ee ce CU 
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Wadripiov per woar, | Appendix 1). 
THB, 

Tlapoupcac, 
"ExxAnovacrys, 


“Acpata acparuy, 

Xopia 7 [7] Ievaperos, 
Xopia ‘Ingo viov Yupay. 
"H Kay Acabyxn. 
EvayyéAua 8. 


Kara Mar6aior, 


Kara Mapxov, 

Kara Aovxar, 

Kara ‘Iwavvny, 

Tpdges aroorddwy, 
Kadorxxai £7, 

éxcoroAat IavAov 8, 
aroxadvys ‘lwavvov, 
KAnevtos émirroAn a’, 
KAnpevros érurroAy PB, 


Warpot SoAopavros 


7). 
XITT. 





Ap. Euseb. 7. £. vi. 25. Ovux ayvonréoy 8 eivas tas évdia- | Oricenrs. 


Siixovs BiBdous, us ‘EBpato. rapadddacw, SVo0 xal etxoot, Soros 
> apiOpos Tay Tap avrois oroxetwv éoriv...cict Sé ai eixooe Svo0 
BiBro. xa “EBpaious aide’ 7 wap quiv Téveois emcyeypappevn... 
Efodos...Acvitixdv...’ ApwOpot...Aevrepovduuov... Invovs vids Nav7 | 
...Kptrai, ‘Pov@...BaciAeuiv mpurn Sevrépa...BacwWewwv tpirn Te- | 
rapTy...TlapaAeropevwy mpwrn Sevrépa...’Eadpas apwros Sevre- | 
pos... BiBAos Warpwv...oAopavros Iapouia...’"ExxAqovacrys... 
Acpa acparturv...’Hoaias... lepenias ovv Opyvos xalt rH "Em- 
sroA7..-Aavinr... leCexeyr... 1WB..."EoOnp.."Egw 8 tovtwv éoti ; 


oe 38 
ra MaxxaPaixa...... 


Cf. supra pp. 358 fff. 


| 
| 
| 


t 253 A.D. 
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XIV. 


Ex £pist. Fest. xxx1x. Ap. Theodorum Balsamonem in 
Scholits in Canones': T. 1. 767. Ed. Bened. Par. 1777. M& 
Awy 88 rovrwr [sc. Trav Oetwy ypaddv] pynpovevew xpycopar mpos 

| cvoTaow THs éuavtod ToAuys TE TOTW Tod EvayyeALoTOs AovKé, 
| Aéywv xat autos, Ererdnwep tives érexetpyoay avatagacbat 
; ¢@ a ‘ , 2 » \ , a a 4 
' €avrois Ta Acyoueva amoxpupa xal érypigac Tatra tH Oeomvevoty 
yead wept ys értAndhopyOnpev, xabws wapédocav THs 
Tatpacw ol dw apyqs avromrar kat Umypétrat yevapevot 
tod Noyou, dof xapot mpotparévte rapa yvyoiwy adeAgay nai 
pabovr avwbev é€%s éxOéc0ar ta Kavorilopeva xai rrapadoberta, 
muorevOevta Te Oeia elvac BiBAla, tva Eexacros, ef poy axaryOy, 
A a , e ‘ 8 a , U 
KaTayvG tov wAavycavtwv, 0 dé Kafapos Siapeivas xalpy wade 
VTOMIYLVNOKOMEVOS. EoTL Tovey THS pev madaas Siabyxys BiBAa 
TO aptOug ta Tavra cixooidvo" TogadTa yap Ws AKOVea Kal Ta OTO 
xeta Ta Tap’ “EBpatos elvac rapadédora’ TH S¢ taser Kal Tw ov 
pari éorw Exagrov ovtws’ mporov Téveans, elra “Efodos, eira Aar 
f \ ‘ a » , ‘ 8 A) ’ 
TUKOV, Kat peta TovTo ‘ApiOpoi, wai Aovrov to Aevrepovopsor. 
‘E€fs 8€ rovras éoriv "Incots o tov Navi xai Kperai, xai peta toto 
7 Pov6, xai madw éffs BactAcdy tréccapa BiBrla...pera dé Tatra 
| . r 
: Napadeuropévwv a’ xat B...e2ra "Eodpas a xat B’...pera dé raira 
| BiBXos Wadpiay xat éfijs Mapoysiacr, elra ExxAnovacrys xai "Aone 
, 3 “ a” € y 
| ¢oparwv* mpos Tovras éori Kal IwB xat ouroy podyrat, ot per 
dwdexa eis €v BiBAtov apOpovpevor’ etra "Hoatas "lepepias cai ow 
> a Q lol > a \ 2 2 6A > XN ‘ 
avt@ Bapovy Ophvor *EmirtoAyn, Kai per avrov ‘TeCexend xn 
| AaviqA* aypt TovTwr ta Tis maAdaas Siabyxys torara ta dé THs 


° 
= eS Ur 


' wn 9 b , c) a 2 ‘ ‘ fel . ® ? ? A 

| KaLvAS OUK UKVyTEOV eiretv’ EoTL yap TatTa’ EvayyeAia réooapa 
A “ Q , .\ ~ \ 9 o 4 

_ «ata Mat@atov, kata Mapxov, xata Aovxav, kata Iwavyyy. Etta 
x , ‘ ’ 

pera taita Wpdgeas ‘ArooroAwy, xat émiotoAai xaBodixai* xahor 

i ry 9 id e a @ ‘i > , x o ? a 

| Pevae TOy azogTokwy érra ovrws’ ‘laxwBov pev a, Hérpou d B, 

; 1 Eadem epistola exstat in Vers. riac by the Rev. H. Burgess, Pk. D. 

p rEESS, 


_Syr. Mus. Brit. (Cod. 12,168. sec. p. 137. Cureton, Festal Letters of 


vii. v. vili.), Quam nuper Anglicé 4shanasius, P- cEB3, 1848. Mai, Po 
' reddidit vir reverendus, cui mihi pro : : 

% Maou : ., frum Nova Bibl. vi. 183 ff. 

singulari ejus humanitate gratiz ““‘s Soro: cab aad 
_agende sunt: Zhe Festal Letters of te ‘ ohuxal, 
| Athanasius, translated from the Sy- 


| 
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a, A) ao ° 
clra ‘Iwavvou 7’, kai peta tavtas ‘Iovda a. IIpos rovros TavAov | Appendix D 
. , 2.8 : ‘ , a , , 1 
drootoAov eiciv émiatodai Sexatéooapes, TH Tabet ypaddpevat 
@ } AY a7 > , > v4 ‘ A \ ~ 
ouTws*,.....Kat radw "Iwavvov aroxaduyis’ tadra wyyai tod cwry- 
’ 4 LY 5 ”~ “ 6 a 2 , Xr , . 2 , 
ptov, wore tov Supavra éudopeic Gan tav ev rovrots Aoyiwy" éy Tov- 
Tous povors TO THS evocBeias SidacKxadeioy evayyedilerar. Mdeis 
ty x @ 
Tovtoas émiBadr€rw, pndé Tovtwv adaipeioOw m...adX’ Evexa ye 
o Ld 4 ld Q wn , > id e g 
mXeiovos axpifeias rpooriOnus Sy TovTO ypapwy avayKaiws ws ote 
» , @ ? v4 3 4 “ 
éote kai érepa BiBr{a rovtwv wher ov xavovrlopeva pev teTuTH- 
“aw ~ » 
péva S€ rapa tév TaTépwy avaywucKer Oar Tos aptt mpocepxope- 
vos Kat BovAopévors xarnxetoba tov TAS evoeBeias Adyov, Yopia 
RoAopwvros Kai Yopia Sipay kai "EcOyp Kai “lovdid nat TwBias 
a e 
cat Aidayy Kadoupévn tov aroctoAwy kato Tlopyy. Kat opus, 
ayaryroi, KaKxeivwy Kavovilonévwy Kat TOUTWY avaywwoKoLEevwr ov- 
“ “~ 2 4 4 bd bY e ” 2 A 
Sapovd tav aroxpiguv pyynpy, adAa aiperixay éotw érivoia ypa- 
‘ Q @ , > A 4 de \ a 
Yovrwy pev ore PédXovow avta yapilopévwy S€ Kai mpooriWévTwv 
9 A o m9 ¢ ‘ a, , y > 
QUTOUS Xpovous ty ws madara mpordépovtes Tpdpacw Exwow ara- 


~ , ‘ > , 
TGV €K TOUTOU TOUS aKEpaious. 


XV. 
Carm. Sect. 1. Xu. 5 ff. Migne, Patrol. Gr. xxvii. 472 ff. ; | Grecorius 
wy ee. op te , , i N AZIANZE¢ 
comp. xxxvill. pp. 842 ff. sept rav yyotwy BiBAiwv tis Geo- | xus. 
t 391 A.D. 


mvevotou ypapys. 


odpa Sé py getvyoe vooy KAérrow BiBrAoor 

(roAAal yap reAdfovot mapéyyparto. KaxoTyTes) 

Seiyyvoo TovTov eueto Tov Eyxpitov, w Pir’, apiOpor. 

‘Ioropexai pév éaor BiBAou Svoxaidexa macas 
THS apxaorepys “EBpaixys codins. 

Hpwriory Téveois er’ “Egodos, Acuirixoy re 


‘H & évary Sexarn te BiBrAo. Wpagas Baciryqwy 

kat TlapaXeropevat. “Ecyatov “Eodpay exes. | 
ai S€ oriynpal wévre av mpdtos y “wf. | 
éreata Aavid: elra tpeis Sodouwrria 
"ExxAnoworns "Aopa xat Iapoupiat. 


1 Syr. om. ypapspuevas. 2 Idem est ordo qui in edit. vulgg. 
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Appendix D. kat revO opoiws mveipatos mpopytixod. 


*"Apxaias pev €Onxa Svw Kal elxoor BiBdous 
tors Tov EBpaiwy ypappaow avriBérous" 
"Hdn 8 apiOue xai véov prornpiov. 
MarOaios piv éypaey “EBpaios Oavpata Xpicrov 
Mapxos 8 “IraAiy, Aodkcas *Ayaitde 
ldo. S "Iwanys xijpvé péyas, ovpavodoirys'. 
"Exeara Ipagas trav copay azocroAwr. 
Aéxa S€ IlavAov técoapés 1° ériotoAai' 
‘Errad 82 xadodrcy’*, av “IaxwBov pia, 
Avw 8 Ilérpov, tpets 8 “Iwavvov waduy. 
lovda 8 éoriy EBdopy. Tdoas exes. 
Ei ris 8€ tovtwy éxtros ovx év yvycioss. 


XVI. 
AMPHILO- Iambi ad Seleucum. Ap. Gregor. Nazianz. Carm. Sect. \ 
coe | vir, Migne, Patrol. Gr. xxxvii. 1593 ff. Cf. Amphiloch. e 
¢. 380 A.D. 


Combef. pp. 130 ff. 


TIAjv aAXd’ éxeivo mpocpabety padiora cot 
IIpocijxov, ovx arava BiBdos aapadns 
‘H cepvoy ovopa THs ypadpys Kexrnevy. 
Eioty yap eiciy eof ore Wevdovupor 
BiBrou, tiwés pey epperor Kai yetroves, 
‘Os av ts elo, Tay adnOelas Adywr. 
At 8 av voor re xai Alay émodparcis 
| ‘Qs mapaonpe Kat voba vopiopata, 
“A Bacrtéws pev tHv ervypadny dpépe., 
KiBinda 8 ori tats vAas SoAovpeva. 


4 4 Q 4 | ae) 
Tovrwy xapw ao. Tyv Georvevotuy épd 


1 Metra Gregorius nullo certo or- 7 #.¢. xaOodrxal. Al. éwra 32 - 
dine commiscet ; quod lectores mo- xaoNlx...Aouxds, Aéxa, éwra, "loi 
nitos velim, nequis Apocalypsim ei in carm. sequ. wpd, Aouxd, reli 
versu proxime sequenti olim com- quere quam corrigere malui. 
memoratam {uisse suspicetur. 
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BiBrwv éxacryy, ws 8 evxpwas pabys | Appendix D. 
Ta ras madaas mpara Stabyxys épa. _ 
‘H wevrdrevyos...... 

Tovros “Incotv mpooribe. xat Tovs xpitas, 
"Execta tyv ‘PovO, BaoiWeav tre Téacapas 
BiBaAovs, Tlapaderopevuw S€ ye fvvwpida. 
"Eodpas éx adtais mparos, 6’ o Sevtepos. 
‘Ejs ortynpas wévre cor BiBdrous épa...... 
TavTars mpopytas mpooride. tovs Swoexa...... 
Mc6” ovs xpodyras pavOave tovs téccapas...... 
Tovrow mpoceyxpivovor thy "EoOyp ties. 
Kays Acafyxns wpa por BiBdrous A€yev 
Evayyeduords técoapas déxov povous, 
Mar@aiov, «tra Mapxov, @ Aovxay tpitov 
TIpooGeis dpiOpa, tov 8 “Iwdvvyy xpovw 
Téraprov, aAAa xputov wwe Soyparwr' 
Bpovris yap viov tovrov eixotws Kado 
Méyiorov 7xnCavTa TH Oeot Aoyw. 

Adyou 5& BiBAov Aovka kai thv Sevrépay, 
Tyhv tév xaBorAuav Ipagewy amrootoAwr. 

To oxevos éfys mpoorie trys exXoyys, 

Tov tav éOvav xypuxa, tov amoaTtoAov 

Ilairov, vopus ypawayta tats éxxAnoias 
"Emorodads dis érra...... 

Twés S€ dace tv mpos “EBpaiovs voboy, 

Ovnx « Aéyovres’ ynoia yap 7 xapis. 

Eley’ ri Xourov; xaBorAxav éemioroAdv 

Twes pev érra dacww, of dé tpeis povas 
Xpjva SéxecOa, thy ‘laxwBov piay, 

Miay 5é Ilérpov, tryv 1 "Iwavvov play, 


——_ 


Ties 5¢ tas tpeis, xat mpos avrais tas dvo 
Tlérpov Séyovrar, Hv ‘lovda 8 éBdopny’ 
Tnv 8 "Aroxadupw thy "Iwavvov wav 
Tivés pev eyxptvovow, of mXetous S€ ye 
NoOov A€yovew. Odros awevdéoraros 
Kavay dv ely rav Oeomveictuv ypadiv...... 
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XVII. 


Hody, de Zextibus, p. 649 (Cf. Cotelier, Patres A post. 1. 19] 
Montfaucon, Brbl. Corslin. 193 f.). 


9 
Tlepit trav € BiBAtwv Kat doa Tovtwy éxtos. 


a. Téveois. da’. *"Hoalas. 

B. “Efodos. AP’. “Tepeuias. 

y. Aevirixov. Ay’. “Teexenr. 

5. *ApcBpoi. AS’. Aaveyd. 

€.  Aevrepovomoyr. Ae. EvayyéAov xara MarGaiov. 
Ss, "Incous: AS”. Kara Mapxoyv. 

{. Kopuerai xai “Pov6. ' AL’. Katd Aovxay. 

7. Baciredy a’. Ay’. Kara ‘Iwavyyv. 

F. Bacreusy £. AG. pages trav arocroAwyr. 
. Baowreudy ’. pe. ‘laxwBov éxioroAy. 

we. Baorewy &. pa’. Tlézpov. 

iB. Tlapadcropeva €’. pe. Teézpov. 

ty. “IW. py’. ‘Iwavvov. 

. Warryprov. pd. “Twavvov. 

ve. Tlaporpiar. pe. ‘Iwavvov. 

i. "ExxAnowaorys. ps”. ‘Tovda. 

iC. "Aopa goparuv €. ph’. Tlavdov mpos “Pwpaiors. 
7. “Eodpas. py’. TlavAov zpos KopivOiovs. 
J. ‘Qoré. pO. IIpos KoptvGiovs. 

x. ‘Apds. v. pos Tadaras. 

xa. Meyaias. va. Ipos "Edecious. 

xB. “Iwyd. vB’. Ilpos ururiryotovs. 

xy’. ‘Twvas. vy. pes KoAacoaeis. 

KO. “ABdzov. vd. pos @eooaAorexeis. 
xe. Naovp. ve. IIpos Qeocadovexeis. 
KS”. "ApBaxodp. vs”. IIpos Tiuobeor. 

xl. Sogovias. v¢. IIpos TeypoBeor. 

cn. ‘Ayyaitos. vy’. Lpos Térov. 

x0. Zayapias. vf. pos SAyqpova. 

\’. Madaxias. &. Tlpos ‘EBpadovs. 
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Kai ova ew tov &. | Appendix 1). 

a. codia Yodrouavros. $’, MaxxaBaiwv. 

B. codia Sipay. €. ‘Eo@yp. 

y. MaxxaBatwv. 7. ‘lovdy8. 

5. MaxxaBaiwv. Y. TwBiz. 

€. MaxxaBatuv. | 
Kai oa, aroxpuda. 

a, ‘Addu. iB’. odoviov aroxarvis. | 

B. "Evo, ty. Zayapiov aroxadvyis. 

y. Aanpey. . “Eodpa azroxaAuis. 

5. Tartpiapxai. te. "TaxwBov ioropia. 

€. "Iwond Lpocevyy. us. Ilérpov aroxaAvyis. 

S’, *EXdap nai Modap. i. Tlepiodor xai di8ayai rev 

{. Arabyxn Mocéus. aTrooToAwy. 

[y’. Deest.] in. BapvaBa érirroAy. 

O. Warpot Yoropavros. 6. TlavAou pais (xpages). 

e. "HAlov droxadvyis. K. TlavAov azroxaAufis. 

uw’. “Hoatov opacts. xa, Ardacxadia KAyjpevtos. 


KB. “lyvariov d8acxaXia. 
[xy. Deest. WoAvxaprov didacxadic. Cod. Coislin.] 
Kd. EvayyéAvov xara Bapvafa (-av). 

EvayyéAvoy cata Maré. (7.¢. Mar6iav). 


XVIII. 4 
De Sectis Act. 1. (Galland, xu. 625 seqq. Migne, Pafre/. asm 


Gr. LXXXVI. pars 1, pp. 1199 ff.)...draptOpnowpeba ta éxxdy- “5° *” 
oorixa BiBAia. Tdv Toivuv éxxAnovacTiKaVv BiBXAiwv Ta pev THs | 
waAa.as ciot ypadas’ ta 5€ ris véas...77s wey ovv madaas BiBrLa | 

elow KB’. Sv ta pey elow toropama ta St mpopyrixa ta Se zrap- | 
atverixa Ta S5é mpos To WaAAeuw yevoueva...ta toivev ioropixa BiBALa | 

ciow off... Téveots...7 “Efodos...of Aeyopevot "AprOpot...7o Aevere- | 
xov...70 Aevrepovopuoy...tatra 5¢ ra wevre BiBXia wravtes TOU Mo- | 

géws paptupotow elvat, ta yap epefijs ovdeis olde tivos cict...exrov 

"Incots ros Navj...Kptrai...‘Pov§...réscapes Adyou tav Bacrheudy \ 
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év Svo BiBrLous pepopevor...évdéxarov éoriw ai TlapaXecxopera... 
Swdexator éorw...o"Eadpas...Mpopyruxa dé ciot wévre...0 Hoaias... 


0 ‘lepepias...0 “leLexiyr...0 Aavind...réurtov to Swdexampopytoy 


Aeyopevor...Tapatveruxa elo. BiBdia 5, dv wxparov o “Iwf rotro 


S€ tives evopucay “Iwonrov elvar ovyypappa...ai Tlapoustas Soro 


“A €s o \? a? , > Sas a 
puavtos...0 "ExxAnoworys...co Acpa tov Acpatwy...ciot 5¢ Tatra 


ta tpia BiBdia tod YorAoudrytos’ peta tatra éott ro VaArypooy. 


Kat Tatra Be clot ta KB BiBdio THs waAdaas’ THS 5é véas €& clot 


RieMe, av dvo mepuexel Tous Téccapas avayyoioras TO pév yap 


éxet Mar@atov xat Mapxov, ro 5¢ érepov Aovxay xat “Iwavyny.  zpi- 


tov éotiy ai mpagers THY atrorTdA 


wy. Téraptoy at xaBodxal éx- 


aroAai ovoa érra’ wy xpwrn tov “laxwBov éori? 4 B’ xain y 


Tlézpov' 4 8 xat € xat or rot “Iwdvvov’ y 8& {' rod “lovda. 


xaBodixat dé éxAnOyoav ered ov mpos ey vos eypadycay ws ai 
tod IlavAov, aAAa xabddov apes wavra. wéprrov BiBriov ai b 
Tob ayiov IlavAov émoroAal, Exrov éotiv 7 atoxaduis Tou ayiv — 


s rd 
lwavvov. 


Taira gore ra xavovitopeva BiBdréa év rH éxxAnoig kai wadau 


kal véa, wy Ta Takata mavta S€xovrar of “EBpato:, 


XIX. 


Cf. Credner, Zur Gesch. dK. ss. 119 ff." 


$i. “Ooat eiot Oetac ypapai éxxAnoraLopevar Kai Kexavon 
opéva Kal 7 ToUTwWY OTLXOLETPIa OUTWS*, 


Téveots’ orixor 81’. 


Aeutixov’ otixor By’. 
"ApOpot” orixoe pr’. 
Aevrepovomiov’ orixot yp. 


a. 

B’. “EtoSos* orixor Bo’. 
Y: 

a 

€ 


so’. "Inoots’ orixo. Bp. 


{’. Kopurai wai ‘Pov§: orixor By’. 


1 Lectt. varr. vers. Lat. Anastasii 
(c. 870 A.D.) apposui e Cod. Burn. 
(Mus. Brit.) 284, socc. xii. vel xii. f. 


28 
as Cod. He sunt divine scripture 


que recipiuntur ab ecclesia ef canoni- 
santur. Harumque versuum mumerus 


ul subjicitur.. 
Testaments, 


ii autem sunt nevi 
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7. Baoredv a’ xai B° orixa Sop. 
GF. Bacweuwv y wat 5° orixor Boy’. 
¢. ThapaAerdpeva a’ kai B* orixor eq’. 
ta’, “Eodpas a’ xai B° orixor ef’. 

iB. BiBros Varpav’ orixor ep. 

ty. Tlapouniar SoAopdvros’ ottyoe arp’. 

8. "ExxAnowacrys’ otixo. dy’. 

ue. "Agha dopatwy’ orixo. on’. 

iS”, "IwB> orixou aw’. 

&'. “Hoaias rpopyrys' orixor yw’. 

in’. “lepeplas rpopyrys’ orixos 8. 

Wf. Bapovy: orixou 

K.  “Tefexugd otixor 8. 

xa. Aavydr* orixor fi’. 

KB. Ot Swdexa rpoparac’ orixor 7. 


Opod THs madaas Suabyxys BiBrLa etxooe Svo. 


Su. THs véas dcadyxns. 
a’. EvayyéAvov xata MarOaitov' orixot B¢’. 
8’. Evayyéwov xara Mapxov’ orixou f. 
y. EvayyéAtov xara Aouxav’ otixo. By’. 
&. EvayyéAov xara “Iwavyyy’ orixo. Br’. 
* TIpages rwv aroaroAwy’ otiyor ,y’. 
IlavAov émrroAai 8° orixot er’, 


¢.. Ka@odrxat? o "laxwBov a’. Ieérpov B. “Iwavvoy ¥’. 


"lovda a’.” 
‘Opod rH véas Stabyxyns BiBdLa xs’. 
$ iii, Kat dcae dvriA€yovrat THs TaAqas avtai ciow. 


a. MaxxaBaixa y* orixoe £7’. 
B. Yodia YorAondyros’ orixor ap’. 
y. Xodia viot tod Sipax’ orixor Bw’. 
5’. WaApol xai dat YoAopavros’ orixor Bp’. 
€.  "EoOyp* orixo. tv. 
S”, Kat ‘Iovdy0: orixor ay’. 
! Cod. Tipcc. iccc. 
2 Cod. + Zpistola. * Cod. Simul veteris quidem Tes- 


3 Cod.+ Simul septem: versus no tamenti libri xxii et novi vii. 


C. O99 
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sppcticn {. Xdoawa: oriya 
4 


7. TwByr o xat ToBias: arixor y’. 


§iv. Kai doar ris véas avriAéyovrat.' 


. 


"ArroxaAduyts "Twavvov’ ariyou av’.? 


a e 

B. ‘AroxaAvyis Meérpou: arixou 1’. 

y. BapvaBa érurrody’ orixor arg.* 

5. Evayyédov xara ‘EBpaiovs: arixou BS.* 


§v. Kati oca ardxpuda ris raXaras. 
"Evax" orixou Su’. 

Tlatpiapyxac’ orixor ep. 
Tpocevyy "Iwond* orixor ap’. 
Atafyxn Movoéws’ orixor ap’. 
*"AvaAnyus Muvoéws’ oriyot av’. 
"ABpaap’ orixor 7’. 

"Edad xai Mwdad: orixor v’. 


Dee oe RTS 


Cay 
.* 


7. "Edsa tpodyrov' orixou tis”. 

Y. Xodoviov rpopytov’ orixor x’. 

v. Zayapiov ratpos “Iwavvou' crixo d’. 

x’. Bapovx, ‘ABBaxovp, “ElexuyX wai AaviAd ve 


ypapa. 


S vi. Kat ooa ris véas aroxpuda. 


a. “Tlepiodos Iérpov' oriyor Byv’. 

8B. Tlepiodos “Iwavvov: orixo By’.' 

7y- epiodes Owpad: orixor jay’. 

8. EvayyéAov xara Owpav’ orixot ar’.® 
€. Avdayy arorrddwv' orixor S. 

SX. KArpevtos a’. B. orixou By.” 


ws 
_* 


“‘Tyvariov, Wodvxaprov, [Hoévos cat] “Eppa: or. 


1 Cod. Et qguibus novi contradici- Tine. 


tur. 7 Cod. Tip. 
2 Cod. iv. 8 Cod. Coisl. ap. Montf. | 
3 Cod. nipccc. 7 aroxaduyes Twayvov...orixor ( 
4 Cod. icccvi. 9 Cod. Clementis xcxx114. ; 
5 Cod. Ticc. 10 Cod. Pastoris....? 


6 Cod. +Ltinzrariu:n Pauli. ver. 





XX. 
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Versus Sabtvrarvm Sanctarovm' 


ita Genesis vervs (sé) iiliD 


Exodvs versvs hiDcc | 
Leviticvm versvs liDccc | 
Nvmeri versvs iiiDCL 
Devteronomivm ver. _ iiiCcc 
Iesv Navve ver. il 
Ivdicvm ver. ii | 
Rvd ver. CCL. 
Regnorvm ver. 
primvs liber ver. 1iD 
secundvs lib. ver. ii 
tertivs lib. ver. iiDc 
qvartvs lib. ver. 1ICCCC 
Psalmi Davitici ver. § D* 
Proverbia ver. IDC 
Aeclesiastes DC 
Cantica Canticorvm ccc 
Sapientia vers. i 
Sapientia ihv ver. iiD 
x11 Profetae ver. iiicx 

‘ol. Ossee ver. DXXX 
Amos ver. CCCCX 
Micheas ver. CCCx : 
Toel ver. xc 
Abdias ver. LXX 
Tonas ver. CL 
Navm ver. CXL 


1 Ex edit. Tischdf. p. 468 sq. 
Hic Index inter Epistolas ad Philem. 
et ad Hebr. interponitur, Nihil 
vero est in Graco Cod. textu quod 
stichometriz respondeat, quam e 
codice Latino Scriba Gracus (? Alex- 


andrinus). Equidem e Latina, seu | 
potius ex Africana origine deductam 
esse crediderim, et certe szculo 
quarto antiquiorem. Neque aliter 
censet Tischdf. Proleg. p. xviii. 





O09 2 


563 


Appendix 1. 





Cod.Clarom. 


Scec. Vil. 
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Ambacvm ver. 
Sophonias ver. 
Aggevs vers. 
Zacharias ver. 
Malachiel ver. 

Eseias ver. 

Ieremias ver. 
Ezechiel ver. 

Daniel ver. 
Maccabeorvm (sic) 
lib. primvs ver. 

lib secvndvs ver. 

lib. quartvs ver. 

Ivdit ver. 

Hesdra 

Ester ver. 

Iob ver. 

Tobias ver. 

Evangelia .1111. 
Matthevm ver. 
Iohannes ver. 

Marcvs ver. 

Lvcam ver. 

Epistvlas Pavli 

ad Romanos ver. 

ad Chorintios .1. ver. 
ad Chorintios .11. ver. 
ad Galatas ver. 

ad Efesios ver. 

ad Timothevm .I. ver. 


ad Timothevm .1I. ver. 


ad Titvm ver. 
ad Colosenses ver. 
ad Filimonem ver. 


THE BIBLE 


CLX 
CLX 


SI 
Q 


mt ton 
— 
rad 
a 


o tel 
QO 9 
Q 


CCCL 
CCCLXV 
CCVlii 
CCLXXXViiil 
CXL 

CCLI 

L 


1 Non dubium est quin h. 1. librarius per incuriam scripserit Lx 
iLxX (Tisch. p. 589): 
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= —--—— —. —~ - —— —— — -—_—_— ee nee 


ad (ste) Petrvm prima cc 


ad Petrvm .1I. ver. CXL 
col. b. Jacobi ver. CUXX 
Pr. Iohanni Epist. CCXX 
Tohanni Epistvla .1. 0 xx 
Tohanni Epistvla .1. Xx 
Ivdz Epistvla ver. LX 
*Barnabe Epist. ver. DCcCL' 
ITohannis Revelatio icc 
Actvs Apostolorvm TiDC 
*Pastoris versi iil 
*Actvs Pauli ver. iliDLX 
*Revelatio Petri CCLXX 


XXI. 


De Docetr. Christiana, uu. 12 (vut.) (ed. Bened. Par. 1836). 
Erit igitur divinarum scripturarum solertissimus indagator, 
qui primo totas legerit notasque habuerit, et si nondum in- 
tellectu jam tamen lectione, duntaxat eas quz appellantur 
Canonicze. Nam ceteras securius leget fide veritatis instruc- 
tus, ne przoccupent imbecillum animum, et periculosis men- 
daciis atque phantasmatis eludentes preejudicent aliquid contra 
sanam intelligentiam. In canonicis autem Scripturis, ecclesia- 
rum catholicaram quamplurium auctoritatem sequatur ; inter 
quas sane illz sint, que apostolicas sedes habere et epistolas 
accipere meruerunt. Tenebit igitur hunc modum in Scripturis 
Canonicis, ut eas que ab omnibus accipiuntur ecclesiis catho- 
licis preeponat eis quas quedam non accipiunt; in eis vero que 
non accipiuntur ab omnibus, preeponat eas quas plures gravio- 
resque accipiunt eis quas pauciores minorisque auctoritatis 


phori Stichometria MCCCLX (MCCCVI) 
versus tribuuntur. 

2 His quatuor versibus...manu 
satis recenti przpositi sunt obcli. 
(Tisch. p. 589.) 


1 Hoc nomine, ut videtur, Zf. ad 
Hebraos designatur, cui idem ver- 
suum numerus in uno Greco codice 
tribuitur. Ex Latinis alii pcc alii 
DCCC versus numerant. Contra Apo- 
cryphz Barnabe Epistole in Nice- 
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AuGustTi- 
nus, Ef. 
Hifppon. 355. 
t 430 A.D. 


{ 
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Appendix D./ ecclesize tenent. Si autem alias invenerit a pluribus, alias a 
| gravioribus haberil, quanquam hoc facile invenire non possit, 
zequalis tamen auctoritatis eas habendas puto. 13. Totus autem 
Canon Scripturarum in quo istam considerationem versandam 
dicimus, his libris continetur : Quinque Moyseos id est Genesi, 
Exodo, Levitico, Numeris, Deuteronomio; et uno libro Jesu 
Nave, uno Judicum, uno libello qui appellatur Ruth, qui magis 
ad Regnorum principium videtur pertinere, deinde quatuor 
Regnorum et duobus Paralipomenon non consequentibus sed 
quasi a latere adjunctis simulque pergentibus. Hec est 
historia quze sibimet annexa tempora continet atque ordinem 
rerum: sunt alise tanquam ex diverso ordine que neque huic 
ordini neque inter se connectuntur, sicut est Job et Tobias et 
Esther et Judith et Machabzorum libri duo et Esdre duo, 
qui magis subsequi videntur ordinatam illam historiam usque 
ad Regnorum vel Paralipomenon terminatam : deinde Prophete 
in quibus David unus liber Psalmorum, et Salomonis tres 
Proverbiorum, Cantica Canticorum, et Ecclesiastes. Nam ill 
duo libri unus qui Sapientia et alius qui Ecclesiasticus inscn- 
bitur de quadam similitudine Salomonis esse dicuntur, nam 
Jesus Sirach eos conscripsisse constantissime perhibetur qui 
tamen quoniam in auctoritatem recipi meruerunt inter pro 
pheticos numerandi sunt. Reliqui sunt eorum libri qui proprie 
Prophet appellantur, duodecim Prophetarum libri singuli, qui 
connexi sibimet quoniam nunquam sejuncti sunt pro uno ha- 
bentur; quorum Prophetarum nomina sunt hec, Osee...... 
Malachias: deinde quatuor Prophete sunt majorum voluminum 
Isaias, Jeremias, Daniel, Ezechiel. His quadraginta quatuor 
libris Testamenti Veteris terminatur auctoritas: Novi autem, 
quatuor libris Evangelii, secundum Mattheum, secundum 
Marcum, secundum Lucam, secundum Joannem; quatuor- 
decim Epistolis Pauli Apostoli, ad Romanos, ad Corinthios 
‘duabus, ad Galatas, ad Ephesios, ad Philippenses, ad Thes- 
| salonicenses duabus, ad Colossenses, ad Timotheum duabus, 
ad Titum, ad Philemonem, ad Hebrezos; Petri duabus ; tribus 
Joannis ; una Jude et una Jacobi; Actibus Apostolorum libro 
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uno, et Apocalypsi Joannis libro uno. 14 (ix) In his omnibus 


libris timentes Deum et pietate mansueti querunt voluntatem 
Dei. 


Appendix ND. 


AXIL. Can, Murat. 
Cf. App. C. 


XXITI. 

Her. wxxxviu. (Galland, vil. 48 sqq. Migne, arr. 
Lat. xii., 1199 ff.)...Statutum est ab apostolis et eorum suc- 
cessoribus non aliud legi in ecclesia debere catholica nisi Legem 
et Prophetas et Evangelia et Actus Apostolorum, et Paulli 
tredecim epistolas, et septem alias, Petri duas, Joannis tres, 
Judz unam, et unam Jacobi, que septem Actibus Apostolorum 
conjunctz sunt... 

Her. _Lxxxix. Sunt alii quoque [heretici]qui epistolam Paulli 
ad Hebrzos non asserunt esse ipsius, sed dicunt aut Barnabze 
esse Apostoli aut Clementis de urbe Roma episcopi ; alii autem 
Luce Evangelista aiunt; epistolam etiam ad Laodicenses 
scriptam. Et quia addiderunt in ea quedam non bene sen- 
tientes inde non legitur in ecclesia ; et si legitur a quibusdam, 
non tamen in ecclesia legitur populo, nisi tredecim epistolz 
ipsius et ad Hebrzos interdum...quia factum Christum dicit 
in ea inde non legitur; de pcenitentia autem propter Nova- 
tlanos ceque. 

Her. Lx....sunt heretic! qui Evangelium secundum Jo- 
annem et Apocalypsim ipsius non accipiunt, et...in heeresi 
permanent pereuntes ut etiam Cerinthi illius heeretici esse 
audeant dicere, ‘et Apocalypsim itidem non beati Joannis 
Evangelistz et Apostoli sed Cerinthi heretici... 


XXIV. 

Prologus Galeatus in libros Samuel et Malachim. Viginti 
et duas litteras esse apud Hebrzeos Syrorum quoque et Chal- 
dzeorum lingua testatur....Porro quinque litterze duplices apud 
Hebrzos sunt...unde et quinque a plerisque libri duplices ezsti- 
mantur, Samuel, Malachim, Dabre-Iamim, Ezras, Jeremias 
cum Cinoth,- id est Lamentationibus suis. Quomodo igitur 
viginti duo elementa sunt per quz scribimus Hebraice omne 


PHILAS= 
‘TRIUS. 
tc. 387 A.D. 


HieRONY- 
MUS, 
t 420 A.De 
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quod loquimur et eorum initiis vox humana comprehenditur, 
ita viginti duo volumina supputantur, quibus quasi litteris et 
exordiis in Dei doctrina tenera adhuc et lactens viri justi eru- 
ditur infantia. 

Primus apud eos liber vocatur Bresith, quem nos Genesim 
dicimus. Secundus......Hi sunt quinque libri Mosi quos pro- 
prie Zhorath id est legem appellant. 

Secundum Prophetarum ordinem faciunt, et incipiunt ab 
Jesu filio Nave...Deinde subtexunt...Judicum librum, et in 
eundem compingunt Ruth...Tertius sequitur Samuel...Quar- 
tus....Regum....Quintus Isaias. Sextus Jeremias. Septimus 
Tezeciel. Octauus liber duodecim Prophetarum... 

Tertius ordo Hagiographa possidet ; et primus liber incipit 
ab Job. Secundus a David...Tertius est Salomon, tres libros 
habens, Proverbia...Ecclesiasten...Canticum Canticorum. Sex- . 
tus est Daniel. Septimus...qui apud nos Paralipomenon pr- 
mus et secundus inscribitur. Octavus Ezras...Nonus Esther. 

Atque ita fiunt pariter veteris legis libri viginti duo, id 
est, Mosi quinque, Prophetarum octo, Hagiographorum novem. 


| Quamquam nonnull: Ruth et Cinoth (Lamentationes) inter H2- 


giographa scriptitent et libros hos in suo putent numero suppu- 


| tandos, ac per hoc esse priscz legis libros viginti quatuor, quos 
| sub numero viginti quatuor seniorum Apocalypsis Joannes in- 


ducit adorantes Agnum et coronas suas prostratis vultibus 
Offerentes...... 

Hic prologus Scripturarum, quasi galeatum  pmincipium 
omnibus libris quos de Hebrzeo vertimus in Latinum convenire 
potest; ut scire valeamus quidquid extra hos est inter Apo- 
crypha esse ponendum. Igitur Sapientia que vulgo Salomonis 
inscribitur, et Jesu filii Sirach liber, et Judith, et Tobias, et 
Pastor, non sunt in Canone. Machabseorum primum librum 
Hebraicum reperi. Secundus Grecus est ; quod ex ipsa quoque 


| dpacet probari potest... 


Ad Paul. Ep. im. § 8 (1. p. 548 ed. Migne). 
Cernis me Scripturarum amore raptum excessisse modum 
epistolz, et tamen non implesse quod volui...... Tangam et 
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Novum breviter Testamentum. Matthzeus, Marcus, Lucas, et | Appendix D 


Johannes, quadriga Domini et verum Cherubim, quod inter- 

pretatur scientiz multitudo, per totum corpus oculati sunt, 

_ scintillz emicant, discurrunt fulgyra, pedes habent rectos et in 

_ sublime tendentes, terga pennata et ubique volitantia. Tenent 
se mutuo sibique perplexi sunt, et quasi rota in rota volvuntur, | 
et pergunt quocunque eos flatus Sancti Spiritus perduxent, 
Paulus Apostolus ad septem ecclesias scribit, octava enim ad | 
Hebreos a plerisque extra numerum ponitur, Timotheum in- 
struit ac Titum, Philemonem pro fugitivo famulo (Onesimo) 
deprecatur. Super quo tacere melius puto quam pauca scri- 
bere. Actus Apostolorum nudam quidem sonare videntur 

_ historiam et nascentis Ecclesiz infantiam texere ; sed si noveri- 
mus scriptorem eorum Lucam esse medicum, ¢ujus laus est in 
Evangelio, animadvertemus pariter omnia verba illius anime 
languentis esse medicinam. Jacobus, Petrus, Joannes, Judas, 

.Apostoli, septem epistolas ediderunt tam mysticas quam suc- 
cinctas, et breves pariter et longas: breves in verbis, longas in 
sententiis, ut rarus sit qui non in earum lectione cexcutiat. 
Apocalypsis Joannis tot habet sacramenta quot verba. Parum 
dixi pro merito voluminis. Laus omnis inferior est: in verbis 
singulis multiplices latent intelligentiz. 





XXV. 


Comm. in Symb. Apost. § 36 (Ed. Migne, Paris, 1849)... | (ReFinvs] 

Hic igitur Spiritus Sanctus est qui in veteri Testamento | “*°*” 
Legem et Prophetas, in novo Evangelia et Apostolos inspiravit. 
Unde et Apostolus dicit: omnis scriptura divinitus inspirata 
utilis est ad docendum. Et ideo que sunt Novi ac Veteris 
Testamenti volumina, quz secundum majorum traditionem 
per ipsum Spiritum Sanctum inspirata creduntur, et ecclesiis 
Christi tradita, competens videtur hoc in loco evidenti numero, 
sicut ex patrum monumentis accepimus, designare. 

§ 37. Itaque Veteris Testamenti, omnium primo Moysi | 
quinque libri sunt traditi, Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numeri, | 
Deuteronomium. Post hec Jesus Nave, Judicum simul cum \ 
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AppendixD. | Ruth. Quatuor post hec Regnorum libri quos Hebrei duos 


a a nr 


numerant; Paralipomenon, qui dierum dicitur liber; et Esdre 
duo, qui apud illos singuli computantur, et Hester. Prophe- 
tarum vero Esaias, Jeremias, Ezechiel et Daniel: przeterea duo- 
decim Prophetarum liber unus. Job quoque et Psalmi David 
singuli sunt libri. Salomonis vero tres ecclesiis traditi, Pro- 
verbia, Ecclesiastes, Cantica Canticorum. In his concluserunt 
numerum librorum Veteris Testamenti. 

Novi vero quatuor Evangelia, Matthzi, Marci, Luca, et 
Joannis. Actus Apostolorum quos describit Lucas. Pauli 
apostoli epistolze quatuordecim. Petri apostoli duze. Jacobi 
fratris domini et apostoli una. Judze una. Joannis tres. 
Apocalypsis Joannis. 

Hec sunt que patres intra Canonem concluserunt, et ex 
quibus fidei nostrz assertiones constare voluerunt. 

§ 38. Sciendum tamen est quod et alii libri sunt qui non 
Canonici sed Ecclesiastici a majoribus appellati sunt, id est 
Sapientia, que dicitur Salomonis, et alia'Sapientia, quz dicitur 
filii Sirach...Ejusdem vero ordinis libellus est Tobiz et Judith: 
et Machabzorum libri. 

In Novo vero Testamento libellus qui dicitur Pastoris sive 
Hermas, qui appellatur Duz viz vel Judicium Petri. Que 
omnia legi quidem in ecclesiis voluerunt, non tamen profern ad 
auctoritatem ex his fidei confirmandam. Ceteras vero Scriptu- 
ras Apocryphas nominarunt, quas in Ecclesiis legi noluerunt. 

Hc nobis a patribus tradita sunt, que (ut dixi) oppor- 
tunum visum est hoc in loco designare, ad instructionem eorum 
qui prima sibi ecclesiz ac fidei elementa suscipiunt, ut sciant, 
ex quibus sibi fontibus verbi Dei haurienda sint pocula., 


XXVI. 


Ad Exsuperium ep. Tolosanum*’ (Galland, Bibl. Pp. vin 
561 seqq.). Heec sunt ergo* quz de siderata moneri voluist: 
Moysi libri quinque...et Jesu Nave, et Judicum, et Regnorum 


1 E cod. Coll. SS. Trin.(A) colla- Claud. E, V (D). 
tis B (cf. p. 541, n- 8) et Cotton. * BD; om. ergs A Gall. 





DURING THE FIRST EIGHT CENTURIES. 





libri quatuor simul et Ruth, prophetarum libri sexdecim, Salo- 
monis libri quinque, Psalterium. Item historiarum, Job liber 
unus, Tobiz unus, Hester unus, Judith unus, Machabeorum 
duo, Esdre duo, Paralipomenon duo. Item Novi Testamenti: 
stole Johannis tres: Epistole Petri duz: Epistola Judz: 
Epistola Jacobi: Actus Apostolorum: Apocalypsis Johannis. 
Czetera autem que vel sub nomine Matthiz, sive Jacobi mino- 
ris, vel sub nomine Petri et Johannis, que a quodam Leucio 
scripta sunt, vel sub nomine Andres, quz a Nexocharide’ et 
Leonida philosophis, vel sub nomine Thome, et si qua sunt 
talia’, non solum repudianda verum etiam noveris esse dam- 
nanda. [Data x kal. Mart. Stilichone i et Anthemio virr. 
clarr, coss.”] (A.D. 405)e 


XXVIT. 


Decretum de libris recipiendis et non recipiendis (Credner, 
Zur Gesth. ad. K. p. 192 sqq.). Incipit confirmatio domini 
Gelasit Papz de libris Veteris ac Novi Testamenti. 


§ 1. Ln principio videlicet quinque libri Moysts. 


Genesis liber i. 

Jesu Nave liber 1. 
Judicum liber 1. 

Ruth liber 1. 

Regum hbri iv. 
Paralipomenon libri ii. 
Psalmorum cl. liber i. 
Salomonis libri iit. 
Proverbiorum... 
Sapientize liber 1. 
Ecclesiasticus liber L 


l anexocharide, B. - 8 ABD—ala Gall. % om. ABD. 
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§ 2. 





Ltem Propheta numero xvi. 


Esaiz liber i... 
Danielis liber i. 


Osee liber i 


Malachiz liber 1 


S 3. tem Storiarum. 
Job liber i. 


Tobias liber i. 
Ester liber i. 
Judith liber i. 


Esdra libri 


ii. 


Machabzorum libri 11. 


§ 4. tem ordo Scripturarum Novi Testamenti, quem Sanda 


Catholica Romana suscipit et vencratur ecclesia’. 


Evangeliorum’ 


libri iv, id est® sec. Matthzeum lib. 1. sec. Marcum lib. 1. sec. 


Lucam lib. 1. sec. Joannem lib. 1. 


rum liber unus‘*. 


Item Actuum Apostolo- 


§ 5. Epistolze Pauli Apostoli num. xiiii*. 


§ 6. Apocalypsis® liber 1. 


1 Recensionum quz Damasi (D) 
et Hormisdze (H) nomina pre se fe- 
runt lectt. varr. apposui; singulas 
quasque Codd. lectiones Credner da- 
bit. Id vero minime pretermitten- 
dum esse credo duos Mus. Brit. 
codices decretum Gelasii de libris 
apocryphis continere, nullo librorum 
S. Scripturze canone przposito ; quo- 
rum alter (Cotton. Vesp. B, (3, 12) 
ita incipit: Post propheticas et evan- 
gelicas scripturas atque apostolicas 
scripturas vel veteris vel novi testa- 
menti, guas regulariter suscipimus, 
sancta Romana ccclesta has non pro- 
hibet suscipi. Sanctam Synodum N- 
cenam... Alter vero (Add. 15,222, 
sec, xi.) eundem fere quem Cod. L. 
(Credner, p. 178) textum  exhibet, 
alio tamen titulo: Jncip~it accretum 
Gelasti papa quem (sic) in urbe Roma 


Apostolicz epistola’ numero 


cum LXX. eruditissimis cpiscopis 
conscripstt, Equidém, ut verum fa- 
tear, librorum ecclesiasticorum et 
apocryphorum indicem multo majo- 
ris auctoritatis esse quam SS. Scnp- 
turarum canonem existimo. 

32 Evangelium, D. 

3 om. 2d est, H. 

4D. Actus Apostolorum liber i. 
post Apocalypsim ponit. 

5 Credner, XIII. nulla variatione 
notata; sed quum quatuordecim in 
Codd. fere x1111. scribatur, vereor ne 
Areval., cujus collationem Cod. A. 
sequitur, eum in errorem induxertt. 
Epp. Pauli (+ apostoli H) mumere 
aU. is H. indice addito. 

° Item Apocalypsis Joannis (+ 
stoli D) Vibe DA. / wee 

7 Item quine canonica D, em 
cann, ¢pp. Ti. 
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vii. Petri apostoli numero’ ii. Jacobi apostoli numero’ i. 
Joannis apostoli iii*, Judze Zelotis*. 


XXVITI. 

De instit. div. Litt. cap. xiv’. Scriptura Sancta secundum 
antiquam translationem in Testamenta duo ita dividitur, id est 
in Vetus et in Novum’. In Genesim...Deuteronomium, Jesu 
Naue...Regum libros quatuor, Paralipomenon libros duos, 
Psalterium librum unum, Salomonis libros quinque, #.e. Pro- 
verbia, Sapientiam, Ecclesiasticum, Ecclesiasten, Canticum 
Canticorum, Prophetas id est Isaiam...Danielem, Osee...Ma- 
lachiam qui et Angelus, Job, Tobiam, Esther, Judith, Esdra 
duos, Machabeorum duos. Post hec sequuntur Evangelia 
quatuor’, id est Matthzi, Marci, Luce, Johannis: Actus 
Apostolorum : Epistole Petri ad gentes’: Jacobi®: Johannis 
ad Parthos: Epistole Pauli ad Romanos una, ad Corinthios’ 
duz, ad Galatas’® una, ad Philippenses una, ad Ephesios una”, 
ad Colossenses una, ad Hebrzos una, ad Thessalonicenses”” 
duz, ad Timotheum due, ad Titum una", ad Philemonem 
una: Apocalypsis'* Johannis. 





XXIX. 

Prol. in Psaln. 15. Migne, Patr. Lat. ix., 241. Et ea 
causa est ut in viginti duos libros lex Testamenti Veteris 
deputetur, ut cum litterarum numero convenirent. Qui ita 
secundum traditiones veterum deputantur, ut Moysi sint libri 
quinque, Jesu Naue sextus, Judicum et Ruth septimus, 
primus et secundus Regnorum in octavum, tertius et quartus 


1 om. numero DH. 5 Edd. =7. 
2 Foannis Apost. ep. t. Alterius 8 Evangeliorum quatuor Matthaus, 
Foannis Presbyteri cp. ti. D. &c. By8; Lvangeliste quatuor, edd. 


3 +cpistolat D. +apostoli cpistola 7 Edd.tFude. Sed omm. aByé. 
H. 8 Edd. +ad duodecim tribus, 

+E cod. Reg. Mus. Brit. 13 A, 9° Chorinthios y. 
xxi. 7 (a): collatis codd. Cotton. ?° Galathas ayé. 
Claud. B, 13, 8 (8); Reg. 10 B, xv. " Edd.=ad Ephesios una err. typ.? 


2 (vy); 5 B, viii. 6 (8). ad Ephesios dua 6. 
Idem divisiones secundum Hiero-  Zessalonicenses y8. 


nymum et Augustinum in capitibus 33 ad 7it. una ad Tim. dua B, 
proxime precedentibus tradidit. WA pocalypsin 8. 
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in nonum, Paralipomenon duo in decimum sint, sermones 


dierum, Esdrz in undecimum, liber Psalmorum in duodecimum, 
Salomonis Proverbia, Ecclesiastes, Canticum Canticorum in 
tertium decimum, et quartum decimum et quintum decimum, 
duodecim autem Prophetz in sextum decimum, Esaias deinde et 
Jeremias cum Lamentatione et Epistola; sed et Daniel et Ezekiel 
et Job et Hester, viginti et duum lhbrorum numerum consun- 
ment’, Quibusdam autem visum est additis Tobia et Judith 
viginti quatuor libros secundum numerum Greecarum litterarum 
connumerare, Romana quoque lingua media inter Hebrzos 
Grecosque collecta; quia his maxime tribus linguis sacra- 
mentum voluntatis Dei et beati regni expectatio preedicatur... 


XXX. 


De ordine Librorum S. Scripture init.? Migne, Patr. Lat. 
Ixxxiil. 155 ff. 

1. Plenitudo Novi et Veteris Testamenti quam in canone 
catholica recipit Ecclesia juxta vetustam priorum traditionem 
ista est. 

2. In principio videlicet quinque libri Moysi... 

3. Huic succedunt libri Jesu Naue, Judicum et... Ruth... 

4. Hos sequuntur quatuor libri Regum. Quorum quidem 
Paralipomena libri duo e latere annectuntur... 5. Alia sunt 
volumina quz in consequentibus diversorum inter se temporum 
texunt historias, ut Job liber, et Tobize, et Esther, et Judith, et 


| Esdrz, et Machabeorum libn duo. 


6. Sed hi omnes preter librum Job Regum sequuntur 
historiam... 

7. Ex quibus quidem Tobie, Judith et Machabzorum 
Hebrezi non recipiunt. Ecclesia tamen eosdem inter Canonicas 
scripturas enumerat. 


1 Heec ex Origene transtulit Hila- genis textum libro duodecim pr 
rius (cf. supra § 13] cujus verba in phetarum addito supplevit. 
uno xaltem loco parum intellexit, * E Cod. Reg. (Mus. Brit.) B 
Hebraicum trav mapaderropévew titu- viii. (a); coll. Cod. Cotton. Vesp. B 
lum ,cxteris omissis Latine interpre- xiii. (b).—Cf. Isid. Prowm. § 8— 
tando. Idem tamen corruptum Ori- 10g. 
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8. Occurrunt dehinc Prophete, in quibus est Psalmorum | Appendix 1), 
liber unus, et Salomonis libri tres, Proverbiorum scilicet, Ec- 
clesiastes et Cantica Canticorum. Duo quoque illi egregii et ; 
sanctz institutionis libelli, Sapientiam dico et alium qui vocatur | 
Ecclesiasticus ; qui dum dicantur a Jesu filio Sirach editi, tamen 
propter quamdam eloquii similitudinem Salomonis titulo sunt , 
prenotati. Qui tamen in Ecclesia parem cum reliquis Canoni- | 
cis libris tenere noscuntur auctoritatem. | 

9g. Supersunt libri sedecim prophetarum... 11. Hine 
occurnt Testamentum Novum, cujus primum Evangeliorum 
libri sunt quatuor, Matthzeus’ et Marcus, Lucas et Johannes. 
Sequuntur deinde Epistola Pauli.apostoli xiiii. id est, ad Ro- | 
manos, ad Corinthios duz, ad Galatas*, ad Ephesios, ad | 
Philippenses’, et ad Thessalonicenses dus, ad Colossenses, ad | 
Timotheum duz, ad Titum vero et ad Philemonem et ad | 
Hebreos singulz* 12. epistole, Jacobi apostoli una‘, Petri | 
duz, Johannes 1.° Jude una’. 13. Actus etiam Aposto- | 
Jorum a Luca Evangelista conscriptus ; et Apocalypsis Johannis 
apostoli. Fiunt ergo in ordine utriusque Testamenti libri | 
septuaginta et duo. ' 

14. Hoc sunt enim nova et vetera que de thesauro Do- 
mini proferuntur, e quibus cuncta sacramentorum mysteria re- 
velantur. Hi sunt duo Seraphim qui in confessione sanctze 
Trinitatis jugiter certantes tpis aycos hymnum erumpunt. 

16. Hee litterze sacree, hi libri integri numero et auctori- 
‘ tate: aliud cum istis nihil est comparandum. Quicquid extra 
hos fuerit inter hzec sacra et divina nullatenus recipiendum®. 


ee 
= 


1 +guogue b. ‘the Sacred Books the jorder of the | 
2 Galathas ab. ‘N. T. Books is Gospels, panne: 
3 Philipenses a. ‘Epistles, Catholic Epistles, Acts, 

Ws eke ad Hebraos singulx. 12. ‘Apocalypse, but the order of the | 


Epistola quoque Johannis apostoli ‘Catholic Epistles varies strangely in 
tres; Petri due, Judx et Jacobi sin- ‘ the several lists: Zéymol. v1. 1, § 10, 
gui. 13. Actus etiam Apostolorum ‘ Pet. Joh. Jac. Jude; 7. v1. 2, §§ 
et Apocalypsis Johann.s (Migne). *46f., Pet. Jac. Joh. Jude; De Eceles. 

5 om. una a. ‘ Officuts, 1. 12, § 12, 1. 11, § 6, Jac. 

6 sit ora. ‘Pet. Joh. Jude.’ (Dr E. Abbot.) 
. 7 ©In all the other enumerations of  §° rectpienda b. \ 
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aaa XXXII, 
JOANNES Ep. 143, ad Henricum Comitem Campania. Migne, 
xiexs. | ater. Lat. cxcix. 124 ff. Queesitum vero est quem credam 


11656 4-D. | numerum esse librorum Veteris et Novi Testamenti et quos 
auctores eorum; quid Hieronymus in Epistola ad Paulinum 
presbyterum de omnibus libris divine pagellz ascripta dicat 
mensam solis a philosopho Apollonio litteras persequente 
visam in sabulo; quid item Virgilii centonas et Homeri cen- 
tonas in eadem dicat Epistola...De primis duabus quzstionibus, 
de numero scilicet librorum et auctoribus eorum Cassiodorus 
elegantem composuit librum ; sed quia in hac parte fides mea 
discutitur, mea vel aliorum non multa interesse arbitror quid 
credatur ; sic [si] enim hoc credatur an aliter nullum salutis 
affert dispendium. In eo autem quod nec obest nec prodest 
aut in alterutro parum momenti affert acrius litigare ; nonne 
idem est ac si de lana caprina inter amicos acerbius con 
tendatur? Proinde magis fidem arbitror impugnare si quis 
id de quo non constat pervicacius statuat, quam si a temerana 
definitione abstinens id unde patres dissentire videt et quod 
plane investigare non potest, relinquat incertum. Opinio ta 
men in alteram partem potest et debet esse proclivior ut quod 
omnibus aut pluribus aut maxime notis atque precipuis aut 
unicuique probato artifici1 secundum propriam videtur faculta- 
tem facilius admittatur, nisi ratio manifesta aut probabilior in 
: his qué ration! subjecta sunt oppositum doceat esse verum... 

| Quia ergo de numero librorum diversas et multiplices pa- 
' trum lego sententias catholice ecclesiz doctorem Hieronymum 
| sequens, quem in construendo liter fundamento probatissi- 
mum habeo, sicut constat esse viginti duas literas Hebreorum 
sic viginti duos libros Veteris Testamenti in tribus distinctos 
ordinibus indubitanter credo...Liber vero Sapientiz et Eccles- 
asticus, Judith, Tobias et Pastor, ut idem pater asserit, non 
reputantur in Canone, sed neque Machabseorum liber, qui in 
‘duo volumina scinditur...Ille autem qui Pastor inscribitur an 
aa sit nescio, sed certum est quod Hieronymus et Beda 
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illum vidisse et legisse testantur. His adduntur Novi Testa- | Appendix D, 


menti octo Volumina, scilicet, Evangelium Matthzi Marci 
Luce Ioannis, Epistola Pauli quindecim uno volumine com- 
prehensz, licet sit vulgata et fere omnium communis opinio 
non esse nisi quatuordecim....Ceterum quindecima est illa que 
ecclesize Laodicensium scribitur, et licet, ut ait Hieronymus, 
ab omnibus explodatur, tamen ab apostolo scripta est. Neque 
sententia hzc de aliorum presumitur opinione sed ipsius apo- 
stoli testimonio roboratur. Meminit enim ipsius in Epistola 
ad Colossenses his verbis: cum lecta fuerit apud vos hac eépt- 
stola, facite ut in Laodicensium ecclesia legatur, et ca que Laodicen- 
sium est legatur vobis. Sequuntur epistolz canonice septem in 
uno volumine, deinde Actus Apostolorum in alio et tandem 
Apocalypsis. Et hunc quidem numerum esse librorum qui in 
sacrarum scripturarum canonem admittuntur celebris apud ec- 
clesiam et indubitata traditio est, qui tanta apud omnes vigent 
auctoritate ut contradictionis aut dubietatis locum sanis men- 
tibus non relinquant quin conscripte sint digito Dei. Jure 
ergo et merito cavetur et condemnatur ut reprobus qul‘in mo- 
rum verborumque commercio, presertim in foro fidelium, hujus 
divini eloquii passim et publice non admittit argentum quod 
igne Spiritus Sancti examinatum est, purgatum ab omni fece 
terrena et macula purgatur septuplum. Istis ergo secure fides 
incumbat et illis qua hinc probatum et debitum accipiunt fir- 
mamentum, quoniam infidelis et hzreticus est qui eis ausus 
fuerit refragari. 

De librorum vero auctoribus variantur opiniones, licet ista 
prevaluerit apud ecclesiam eos ab illis esse prescriptos qui in 
singulorum titulis preenotantur...Sed quz cura est, serenissime 
domine, has atque alias in investigatione auctorum discutere, 
opiniones cum unum omnium sanctarum scripturarum constet 
esse auctorem Spiritum Sanctum? Nam beatus Gregorius in 
Moralibus verissime et elegantissime, cum constet libri beati 
Job, quem exponebat, Spiritum Sanctum esse auctorem, de 
scriptore libri postmodum querere habendum esse’ac si cum de 
scriptore certum sit de calamo quo liber scriptus sit dubitetur. 


C. 2 
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CATALOGUES OF BOOKS OF THE BIBLE 





Huco pg 
S. Vicrore. 
t 1140 A.D. 


XXXII. 


De Script. 6. (Migne, Patr. Lat. ccxxv. 45.) Omnis 
divina Scriptura in duobus Testamentis continetur, Veteri 
videlicet et Novo. Utrumque Testamentum tnbus ordinibus 
distinguitur. Vetus Testamentum continet legem, prophetas, 
hagiographos. Novum autem Evangelium, apostolos, patres. 
Primus ordo Veteris Testamenti, id est lex...Pentateuchum 
habet...Secundus ordo est prophetarum: hic continet octo 
volumina...Deinde tertius ordo novem habet libros...Omnes 
ergo fiunt numero viginti duo. Sunt preterea alii quidam 
libri ut Sapientia Salomonis, liber Jesu filii Sirach et liber 
Judith et Tobias et libri Machabzorum, qui leguntur quidem 
sed non scribuntur in canone. His xxii libris Veteris Testa- 
menti, viii libri Novi Testamenti junguntur. In primo ordine 
Novi Testamenti sunt iv Evangelia....In secundo similiter sunt 
quatuor, Actus videlicet Apostolorum, Epistolz Pauli numero 
xiv sub uno volumine contexte, Canonice Epistole, Apoca- 
lypsis. In tertio ordine primum locum habent Decretalia quos 
Canonicos, i.e. regulares appellamus ; deinde sanctorum patrum 
scripta, i.e. Hieronymi, Augustini, Ambrosi, Gregori, Isidon, 
Origenis, Bedz, et aliorum doctorum, qu infinita sunt. Hec 
tamen scripta patrum in textu divinarum scripturarum non 
computantur, quemadmodum in Veteri Testamento ut diximus 
quidam libri sunt qui non scribuntur in Canone et tamen 
leguntur, ut Sapientia Salomonis et ceteri. Textus igitur 
divinarum scripturarum quasi totum corpus principaliter 2x 
libris continetur. Horum xxi in Veteri, vui in Novo Testa- 
mento, sicut supra monstratum est, comprehenduntur. Cetera 
vero scripta quasi adjuncta sunt et ex his preecedentibus 
manantia. In his autem ordinibus maxime utriusque Testa- 
menti apparet convenientia : quia sicut post legem prophet, 
et post prophetas hagiographi, ita post Evangelium apostoli, 
et post apostolos doctores ordine successerunt. Et mira qua- 


dam divine dispensationis rations actum est, ut cum in singulis 
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Scripturis plena et perfecta veritas consistat, nulla tamen | Appendis D- 


superflua sit. 
XXXIIL 

Decretum de Canonicis Scripturis. Sacrosancta cecumenica 
et generalis Tridentina Synodus, in Spiritu Sancto legitime 
congregata,...hoc sibi perpetuo ante oculos proponens, ut sub- 
latis erroribus puritas ipsa evangelii et ecclesia conservetur... 
perspiciensque hanc veritatem et disciplinam contineni in libris 
scriptis et sine scriptis traditionibus, que ab ipsius Christi ore 
ab Apostolis accept aut ab ipsis apostolis Spiritu Sancto dic- 
tante quasi per manus tradite ad nos usque pervenerunt ; 
orthodoxorum patrum exempla secuta, omnes libros tam Ve. 
teris quam Novi Testamenti, cum utriusque unus deus sit 
auctor ; necnon traditiones ipsas tum ad fidem tum ad mores 
pertinentes, tanquam vel ore tenus a Christo vel a Spiritu 
Sancto dictatas et continua successione in ecclesia Catholica 
conservatas, pari pietatis affectu ac reverentia suscipit et vene- 
ratur. Sacrorum vero librorum indicem huic decreto adscri- 
bendum censuit, ne cui dubitatio suboriri possit, quinam sint 
qui ab ipsa synodo suscipiuntur. Sunt vero infra scripti. Tes- 
tamenti veteris, quinque Moysis,...Josue, Judicum, Ruth, qua- 
tuor Regum, duo Paralipomenon, Esdre primus et secundus, 
qui dicitur Neemias, Thobias, Judith, Hester, Job, Psalterium 
Davidicum cl psalmorum, Parabole, Ecclesiastes, Canticum 
Canticorum, Sapientia, Ecclesiasticus, Isaias, Hieremias cum 
Baruch, Ezechiel, Daniel, duodecim prophete minores, i.e. 
Osea...Malachias, duo Machabzorum, primus et secundus. 
Testamenti novi, quatuor Evangelia...Actus Apostolorum a 
Luca evangelista conscripti. Quatuordecim epistolze Pauli 
apostoli, ad Romanos...ad Hebrzos. Petri apostoli duz, 
Joannis apostoli tres, Jacobi apostoli una, Judz apostoli 
una, et Apocalypsis Joannis apostoli. Si quis autem libros 
Ipsos integros cum omnibus suis partibus, prout in ecclesia 
catholica legi consueverunt, et in veteri vulgata Latina editione 
habentur, pro sacris et canonicis non susceperit ; et traditiones 
praedictas sciens et prudens contempserit ; anathema sit. 

PREZ 


Concit.. 
TRIDENT. 
wi pr. 8, 1546. 





APPENDIX E. 
THE EPISTLE TO THE LAODICENES. 


Appendix E. | THE text of this Epistle is given according to four Manuscripts 
in the British Museum’. 


A. Cod. Add. 11,852. A very valuable Manuscript of St 
Paul’s Epistles, which belonged to the Abbey of St Gall, 
and was written probably between a.p. 872—884. An 
inscription at the end of the Capitula of the Epistle to 
the Romans records the original donation. 

Iste liber Pauli retinet documenta sereni: 
Hartmotus Gallo quem contulit Abba beato. 

Si quis et hunc sancti sumit de culmine Galli, 
Hunc Gallus Paulusque simul dent pestibus amplis. 


The text of the Epistle in this Manuscript is perhaps the 
best which remains. The Epistle stands after that to the 
Hebrews and has no Capitula. 


H. Harl. 2833, 31, 1, 2. Sec. x1. written for the use 
of the Cathedral of Angers. The Epistle follows the 
Apocalypse. 


C. Add. 10,546. Sec. ix. (known as Charlemagne’'s Bible). 
The Epistle comes between that to the Hebrews and 
the Apocalypse. 


The text is printed from Cod. Reg. 1 E vii, viii, Seec. ix, x, 
in which it appears in its fullest form. I have added readings 
from the Lambeth manuscripts 3, 4 (L,) and 1152 (L,), Sec. xii, 
xiil, but I cannot feel sure that the collation 1s complete. 

The italics mark the extent of variation from the printed 
text ; the ¢ an addition to it; the * and ** the first and second 
hands, 


1 The Epistle has been printed with a very complete apparatas by 
Bp Lightfoot, Colossians, pp. 347 ff. 
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EXPLICIT EPISTOLA AD HEBREOS SCRIPTA. Appendix E. 
AB URBE ROMA HABET VERSUS DCC. 

INCIPIUNT CAPITULA IN EPISTOLA AD LAUDI 

CENSES. | 


rt Paulus apostolus pro Laudicensibus domino gratias refert 
et hortatur eos ut a seductoribus* decipiantur. 


11 [Quod**?] manifesta vinculat apostoli in quibus ltatur 
et gaudet. 


111 Monet Laudicenses apostolus ut sicut sui audierunt 
presentiam ita retineant et sine retractatu** faciant. 


1111 Hortatur apostolus Laudicenses ut fide sint firmi et 
que** integra et vera et deo sunt placita faciant. Salutatio 
fratrum in osculo sancto. EXPLICIUNT CAPITULA INCIPIT EPI- 
STOLA AD LAUDICENSES. 


INcIPIT EPISTOLA AD LAUDICENSES’. 


I. PAULUS APOSTOLUS, 


non ab hominibus neque 

per hominem, sed per Ihesum Christum 

a Deum patrem omnipotentem 

gui suscitavit cum a mortuis, 5 
Fratribus qui sunt Laudiciae; gratia vobis 

et pax a deo tpatret et Domino zostvo Thesu Christo. 
Gratias ago Deo meo et Christo Ihesu per omnem 

orationem meam, quod estis permanentes 


1 Jncipit EPISTOLA PAULI AD LAODICENSES. A.H. Iyeipit Ert- 
STOLA AD LAODICENSES C. 

2 ab homine A. 

4,5 om. ACHL,. 

6 Laodicie CH. Laoditiz*, Laodicie** A. 

7 Deoet p. L,. 

... patre nostro H. 

.-- Domino om. nostro CHL,. 

8 ago Christo per omn. AH; Deo meo per omn. C; om. et...per Is. 

9 perm. estis CHIL. 
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in eo et perseverantes i” operibus tous speran- 
tes promissum in die judicationss. Neque 

enim destituant vos quorundam vaniloguta 
insinuantiumt ; sed peto ne vos avertant** a* 
a **veritate evangelii quod a me praedicatur. 
Et nunc factet Deus utt qui sunt ex me ad fper- 
fectum veritatis evangelii det servienfest et fa- 
cientes benignitatem corum quae sunt 

salutis vitae seterne. 


II. Et nunc falam sunt vincula mea quae pa- 

| tior in Christo,t #2 quibus laetor ¢ gaudeo ; 

et hoc mihi est ad salutem perpetuam, quod ipsum 
factumt orationibus vestrist administrante Spirstu 


Sancto, sive per vitam: sive fer mortem. Est enim mihi 


| vere vita in Christo et mori gaudium ;f et épse 
in vobis faciet misericordiam suam, ut eandem 
dilectionem habeatis et sitis unanimes. 


10 op. bonis H. om. in op. ejus C. 
10, II promissum expectantes CHL,. sp. promissionem A. 
| Ir judicii CHL. 


| 42 om.enim ACH. destituunt HL. destituit C, quorumdam A. 


vaniloquentia AC, 


13 insinuantium se A. insanientium H. ut vos av. ACHL,. avar- 


tant“ A. a erased. 
15 Deus faciet A. ut sint A. 
15, 16 in profectum A. ad pfectum H. ad profectum C. 
16 deservientes ACH. des. sint H. 
17 operum que AH. operumg. C. 
1g sunt palam A. 
20 in Chr. IhesuCL,. om.in ACHL,. ut gau. C. 
21 michi H. and v. 23. 
22 factumest H. et adm. H. et amminstr. C. 
22, 23 sancto spiritu A.  spiritum sanctum C, 
23 om. per H. 


24 vivere vita CH. vivere A; gau, vel lucrum H; ipsum A. id 


ipsum C. 
; 2§ misericordia sua A, 


- 


20 
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III. Ergo, dilectissimi, ut audistis praesentia* met | Appendix F. 
tfa retinete et facite in timore Dez, et erit vobis = 
pax ef vita in aefernum,; Est enim Deus qui 

operatur in zvodis; et facite sine rétractatu 30 
quaecunque facitis. 


IIII. Et quod estt, dilectissimi, gaudete in Christot et prae 

cavete sordidost in /ucrum. Ommnes sint petitio- 

nes vestre palamt apfud Deum, et estote sensu 

firmi in Christo Thesu. Et quae sunt integra et "35 

verat et justa ef pudica et amabiliat ef sancfat 

facite ; et quae audistis et accepistis in corde 

retinete et erit vobis pax. Salutate omnes 

fratres in osculo sancto. Salutant vos omnes sancti in 

, [ Christo 

Thesu. Gratia Domini nostri Ihesu Christi cum spiritu 

[vestro. Et t facite 4o 


27 cepistis L;. przesentiam Domini H. presentiam A**, 

28 om.itaCL,. tim. Domini H. 

29 om. pax et ACH. in* eterna (om. in**) A. 

30 vosC. reatu H. retractatione A. retractu C. 

3@ quecumque A. 

31, 32 facite et quod est. Dilectissimi C. 

32 est optimum AH. Christo Domino L,. in Domino C, 

33 sord. omnes H. in lucro ACH. Inomnibus A. om. sint H. 

34 p.sint H. ante A. 

34, 35 firmi in sensu Christi ACHL,. 

35 om. sunt ACH, 

36 vera sunt C. pudica et casta et justa H. pudica et justa et casta 
A. vera sunt L,. pudica et justa CL, am. sunt H. om. et sancta 
ACH. . 

38, 39 om. salutate—sancto C. 

39 sanctos (for fratres) A. om. omnes C. om. in Christo Ihesu 
ACH. 

40 hanc facite H. 


40—42 Et facite legi Colosensium vobis. Explicit Epistola ad Laodi- 
censes C. 
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Appendix E. | legi Colosensibus Aanc epistolam et Colosensibus 
vos legite. Deus autem et pater Domini nostri Thesu 
Christi custodiat vos immaculatos in ‘Christo 
Thesu, cui est honor et gloria in secula seculorum Amen 


EXPLICIT EPISTOLA AD LLAUDICENSES. 
INCIPIT PROLOGUS HIERONIMI 
In APOCALYPSIS (s2¢). 


4i om. hanc epistolam AH. | 

41, 42 Colosensium vobis AH. Colosensium vos L,. Explicit epi 
stola ad Laodicenses. A. Explicit. H. 

42 om. Deus autem...to the end AH. 





INDEX I. 


List of the Authorities quoted in reference to the Canon of the 
New Testament’. 


Acta Feltcis, 413 
LE thiopic Version, 371 D. 
Africanus, s. Julius 
Agrippa Castor, es 
Alexander, Bp. ot Alexandria, 369n. 
428 
ALFRIC, 457 
Alogi, 279 
Ambrose, Bp. of Milan, 454 
Ammonius, 325 
AMPHILOCHIUS, 445 ° 
Anatolins, 369 n. 
Axcient Syriac Documents, 246 n. 
An./rew, Bp. of Caesarea in Cappa- 
docia, 447 
Apelles 317 Nn. 
Apollineris, s. Claudius 
Apollonius of Ephesus, 382 
APOSTOLIC CANONS, 438 
— Constitutions, 369 
Arabic Version of Erpenius, 244 n. 
Archelaus, 396 n. 
Aretha:, 447 
Aristices, 85 
Aristides Soph. 408 ne 
Ari.to of Pella, 94 
Arius, 429 
Arnobius, 119 
Articles, The English, 498 
ATHANASIUS, 448, 554 
Athenagoras, 118, 229 
Auct. adv. Cataphryg. 387 
— de Mundo, 380 
— adv. Heer. [Hippol.] 378 
— Parv. Labyr. 379 
— adv. Novat. her. 374 
— de Resurr. [Justin], 171 
AUGUSTINE, 454, 565 
Auelius, 374 
e 
Barlesanes, 240 
Barnabas, 40 


1 The authorities which are mere 
which supply Catalogues of the New 


Basil, Bp. of Ceesarea in Cappadocia, 


44 
Basilides, 291 
Bede, 455 
Beza, 490 
Bullinger, 499 


Casarius, 446 n. 

Caietan, Cardinal, 475 

Caius, 278 n. 378, 407 De 

Calvin, 488 

Carpocrates, 296 

Carthage, s. Council 

Cassian, 449 

CASSIODORUS, 454 

Catharinus, 476 

Celsus, 404 

Cerdo, 313 n. 

Cerinthus, 276 

Chrysostom, s. Johannes 

Claudius Apollinaris, 227 

Clement of Rome, 22 

[Clement’s] Second Epistle, 179 
— Two Epistles to Virgins, 


185 n. 
Clement of Alexandria, 119, 343, 
346 n. 354 
Clementine Homilies, 285 ff. 288 ff. 
Codex, ALEX. (A), 552 
— Bez, 176, 259 
—  Barocc. 558 
— Boerner. (G), 520 
— CLarRom. (D), 563 
— Coislin. (H), 394 
Cohortatio ad Grecos [Justin], 
171 
Commodian, 374 
Concil. AQUISGRANENSE, §40 n. 
— Carthaginiense (256 a.D.), 


3 n. 
— CARTHAGINIENSE III. 439, 
54! 


noticed in passing are ted in Italics: those 
estament in Gpitals. - ; 
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Concil. HIEROSOLYMITANUM 
(1672), 438 n. 

—  HIPPONENSE, 441 n. 

—  Laodicenum, 431 

— Micenum, 429 

—  Quinisextum, 438 

— Tolosanum, 451 n. 

—  TRIDENTINUM, 476, 578 
Confessio Belgica, 492 

— Gallica, 493 
Constantine the Great, 426 
Cornelius, 377 
Cosmas, 244, 449 Nn. 
Cyprian, 119, 373 f. 386 
CyRIL, Bp. of Jerusalem, 447, 549 
Cyril, Bp. of Alexandria, 448 
CYRIL LUCAR, 438 m 


Damascenys, s. Johannes 
Damasus, 453 

Dramper, Synod of, 245 
Didymus, 448 

Diognetus, Letter to, 86 
Dionysius of Corinth, 188 
Dionysius of Rome, 378 
Dionysius of Alexandria, 365 
Dionysius Areopagita, 449 n. 
Dionysius Bar Salibt, 245 
Donatists, 413 

Dorotheus, 392 

Dosttheus, 438 n. 


EBED JESU, 245, 443, 546 

Ebionites, 161 n. 284 

Elders quoted by Irenzus, 80 

Ephrem Syrus, 241, 244. 444 

LE piphanes, 297 n. 

EPIPHANIUS, 447, 550 

Erasmus, 471 

Lucherius, 455 

EusEBius, Bp. of Czsarea in Pales 
tine, 119, 231, 414 7 

Euthalius, 449 

Evangelists in Trajan’s time, 82 


Faustinus, 454 n. 
Firmilian, 386 
Fulke, 500 


GELASIUS, 453, 57! 

Gennadius, 455 

GREGORY of Nazianzus, 445,446, 555 
Gregory of Neo-Czsarea, 385 


INDEX I. ZIST OF AUTHORITIES. 


Gregory of Nyssa, 446 
Grotius, 495 


Hegesippus, 204, 241 

Heracleon, 303 

Hermas, 193 

Fermias, 118 

LfTesychius, 392 n. 

LFherocles, 501 

Hilary, Bp. of Poictiers, 455, §73 
Hilary of Rome, 451 

Hippolytus, 380 

Huo of St Victor, 462, §77 


Tgnatias, 28 

INNOCENT I. Bp. of Rome, 453, 570 
Irenzeus, 340, 346 n. 383 

Isidorus eh of Basilides), 296 
Lstdore of Pelusium, 448 

IstDORE, Bp. of Seville, 451, 455, 
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: JEROME, 451, 567 


ewel, 499 
OHANNES CHRYSOSTOMUS, 441,543 
OHANNES DAMASCENUS, 444, 545 
hannes Scholasticus, 436 
Noan of Salisbury, 463, 575 
ulius Africanus, 368 n. 
UNILIUS, 443) 544 
ustin Martyr, 96 
Sustin the Gnostic, 284 n. 


Karlstadt, 485 


Lactantius, 119, 372 0. 
Latin Versions: 
Vetus Latina, 248 
Vulgate, 263 
Leo Allatius, 450 
LEONTIUS, 449, 559 
Lucian of Antioch, 393 
Luctaps, 405 n. 
Lucifer, 484 n. 
Luther, 480 


Malchion, 392 
Mani, 400 
Marcion, 312 
Marcosians, 30F° 
Martyrdom of Ignatius, 80 n. 
— Polycarp, s. Smyrna 
Melito, 230, 549 
Memphitic Version, 369 
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Menander, 276 
Methodius, 386 
Metrophanes Critopulus, 439 0. 
Miltiades, 389 n. 

Minueius Felix, 118, 377 
Montanus, 399 

MURATORIAN CANON, 211 


Naassenes, 282 
NICEPHORUS, 450, 560 
Nicephorus Callisti, 450 n. 
Novatus, 377 . 


(Ecolampadius, 487 
(Ecumenius, 487 

Ophites, 282 

Opfatus, 451 

Oratio ad Grecos [Justin], 171 
Origen, 119, 359 

Orthodox Confession, 438 n. 


Pacian, 451 n. 
Palladius, 442 n. 
Pamphilus, 393 
Pantzenus, 83, 342 
Papias, 69 
Patripassians, 398 
Paul of Samosata, 391 
Pelagius, 451 
Peratici, 283 

Peter Martyr, Bp.of Alexandria, 368 
PHILASTRIUS, 484, 567 
Phileas, 368 
Phabadius, 48% 
Photius, 450 

Pierins, 367 

Pinytus, 192 

Pistis Sophia, 404 Nn. 
Polycarp, 373 
Polycrates, 381 
Porphyry, 405 
Praxeas, 398 

Prosper, 455 
Prudentius, 485 
Ptolemzeus, 306 


Quadratus, 84 
RUFINUS, 454, 569 
Salvian, 458 


Saturninus, 293 n. 
Sedulius, 485 


Serapion, Bp. of Antioch, 389 
Sethiani, 283 
SCuerian, 443 N. 
Sibylline Oracles, 403 
Simon Magus, 274 
Sixtus Senensis, 479 
‘ Sixty Books,’ s. Cod. Barocc. 
Smyrna, Epistle of the Church of, 
230 n. 
Sulpicius, 455 
Symmachus, 288 n. 
SYNOPSIS S. SCRIPTURZ ap. Ath. 
448 n. 
Synopsis S. SCRIPTURA ap. Chrys. 
442; 543 | 
Syrian Versions : 
Peshito, 236 
Philoxenian, 242 n. 
Harclean, id. 


Tatian, 118, 319 
Tertullian, 118, 348, 346 n. 371, 
373, 374 : 
Testaments of the xii. Patriarchs, 403 
Thebaic Version, 369 
Theodore, Bp. of Mopsuestia, 442 
Theodoret, 443 
Theodotus Byzant. 311 n, 
Theodotus, 399 
Theognostus, 368 
heonas, 367 
Theophilus, 118, 228, 389 
Theophylact, 450 
Tichonius, 414 Nn. 
Tyndale, 496, 499 


Ulphilas, 429 n. 


Valentinus, 298 

Victor of Antioch, 443 

Victorinus Petaviensis, 372 

Vienne and Lyons, Epistle of the 
Churches of, 339 

Vincent of Lerins, 481 


Westminster Confession, 493 
Whitaker, 500 


Ximenes, Cardinal, 470 
Xystus, 194 n. 


Zend, 45 if 
Zwinghi, 487 
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A Synopsis of the Historical Evidence for the Books of the 
New Testament. 


i. Zhe characteristic teaching 
of the Apostles. 


1, The Teaching of St PETER. 
Clement of Rome, 24 
Polycarp, 37 

a. The teaching of St JAMES. 
Clement of Rome, 25 
Hermas, 200 

3. The teaching of St JOHN. 
Clement of Rome, 25 
Ignatius, 35 
Letter to Diognetus, go 
Hermas, 201 f. 

Cerinthus, 277 _ 
Ophites, 283 
Carpocrates, 297 

4 The teaching of St PAvL. 
Clement of Rome, 25 
Ignatius, 33 
Polycarp, 38 
Letter to Diognetus, 90 
Justin Martyr, 168 
Hermas, 200 
Carpocrates, 297 
Marcosians, 309, 310 
Testaments of the xii. Patri- 

archs, 404 


. The teaching of the Epistle to 
the Hebrews. 
Clement of Rome, 26 
Barnabas, 43 


The Catalogues of the Books 
of the New Testament*. 


Alfric, 456 
Amphilochius, 445, 556 


7 


IL. 


iil. 


= 
e 


Athanasius; 448, 554 
Augustine, 454, 565 

Canon Apostol. 543 

Canon Murat. 211 

Cassiodorus, §73 

Cod. Alexandrinus, 552 

Cod. Barocc. 558 : 
Cod. Clarom. 563 

Cone. Carthag. (Hippo), 44% 


54! 

— [Laod.], 433, 54° 

— Trident. 578 
Cosmas Indicopl. 449 n- 
Cyril of Jerusalem, 447, 549 
Ebed Jesu, 443, 546 
Epiphanius, 447, 55° 
Eusebius, 414 
Gelasius, 453, 571 
Gregory Nazianz. 446, 555 
Hilary, 573 
Hugo of St Victor, §77 
Serome, 451; 867 
Innocent [. 453, 57° 
Johannes Damasc. 444, 545 
Jsidore of Seville, 455, 574 
John of Salisbury, 575 
Junilius, 443, 544 
Leontius, 449, 559 
Nicephorus, 450, 560 
Origen, 358, 553 
Philastrius, 454, 567 
Rufinus, 454. 569 
Syn. S. Script. (ap. Chrys.), 543 


The Evidences for the dif- 
ferent parts of the New 
Testament generally. 


The Gospels. 
Apostolic Fathers, §2 
Evangelists in Trajan’s time, 82 


The Catalogues which agree with the received Catalogues of the New Testamem 


are marked by ltalics. 
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3. 


Letter to Diognetus, 92 
Justin Martyr, 116 
Hermas, 201 

Muratorian Canon (iv.), 214 
Claudius Apollinaris, 227 
Peshito (iv.), 244 
Carpocrates, 296 
[Valentinus, 298] 
Ptolemzus (iv.), 306 
Marcosians (iv.), 309 
Theodotus (iv.), 311 n. 
Tatian (iv.), 322 
Tertullian (iv.), 346 n. 
Clemens Alex. (iv.), 2. 
Irenzus (iv. ), #0. 

Origen (iv.), 358 

Celsus (iv.), 404 


The Catholic Epistles. 


Seven: 


Pamphilus (?), 394 

Eusebius (?), 415, 424 
Didymus (2 Peter), 448 
Euthalius, 449 

Cassian (om. 2 and 3 John), 


449 
Ambrose, 454 


Three: 


Peshito, 244 
Chrysostom, 441 


Two (1 Peter, 1 John): 


3. 


Theodore of Mopsuestia, 442 
Severian of Gabala (?), 443 n. 
= Marcion, 316 


The Epistles of St Paul. 


Thirteen (without Ep. to Hebrews): 


Ten (excluding Pastoral Epp. and 


Canon Murat. 217 

Vetus Latina, 258 

Tertullian, 346 n. 

Clemens Alex.( = Philemon), #4. 
Irenzeus (= Philemon), 2d. 
Hippolytus (= Philemon), 380 
Cyprian, 372 : 
Victorinus, 25. 

Caius, 378 


Ep. to Hebrews); 


Basilides, 296 
Marcion, 316 


Fourteen: - 


Peshito, 244 

Origen (?), 359 

Donatists (? Hebrews), 414 
Eusebius, 416 
Chrysostom, 443 
Euthalius, 449 

Cosmas, 449 n. 

Cassian, 449 

Ambrose, 454 


Special Evidence for stpa- 
vate Books}, 


Gospel of St Matthew: 


Barnabas, 51 n. 

Papias, 73 

Seniores ap. Iren. 81 

Pantznus, 83 

Justin Martyr, 113, 132, 140, 
154, 157 

Frag. de Resurr. 171 

Dionysius of Corinth, 191 

Hermas, 201 n. 

Hegesippus, 207 

Theophilus, 228 

Athenagoras, 229 

[Simon Magus], 275 

Cerinthus, 277 

Ophites, 283 

Sethiani, 284 

Ebionites, 26. 

Clementine Homilies, 287 

Basilides, 296 

[Valentinus, 300] 

Heracleon, 304 

Ptolemzus, 307 

Marcosians, 308 

Tatian, 321 

Illoris Zogla, 404 n. 


The Gospel of St Mark: 


Papias, 74 

Justin Martyr, 114 

Frag. de Resurr. 171 
Canon Murat. 214 
Clementine Homilies, 287 


The Gospel of St Luke: 


Justin Martyr, 114, 132, 133 


' In the case of the ‘ acknowledged ’ books I have not generally carried this later than 
the beginning of the third century, as at that time all controversy ceases, 





Frag. de Resurr. 171 
i a 207 
Canon Murat. 214 
Theophilus, 233 n. 
Ophites, 283 
Basilides, 296 
[Valentinus, 300] 
Heracleon, 304 
Marcion, 315 
Epistle of Church of Vienne, 339 
Ilicrts Zola, 404 n. 


The Gospel of St Fohn: 


[Clement of Rome], 181 

Ignatius, 35 

Papias, 77 

Seniores ap. Iren. 80 

seen Martyr, 151, 167 
rag. de Resurr. 171 

Cohort. ad Grzecos, 171 

Hermas, 20! 

Hegesippus, 209 

Canon Murat. 214 

Theophilus, 228 

Athenagoras, 229 

Claudius Apollinaris, 227 

[Simon Magus], 275 

Ophites, 283 

Peratici, 283 

Sethiani, 284 

Clementine Homilies, 287 

Basilides, 296 

[Valentinus, 300] 

Heracleon, 304 

Ptolemzus, 307 

Marcion, 317 

Tatian, 32 

Epistle of Church of Vienne, 339 

Polycrates, 381 

Test. of xii. Patriarchs, 403 

Illoris Zopia, 404 n. 


The Acts: 


Polycarp, 48 n. 

Letter to Diognetus, 92 

Justin Martyr (?), 169 n. 
Cohort. ad Greecos, .171 
Hermas, 201 

Hegesippus, 207 

Canon Murat. 217 

Peshito, 244 

Theodotus, 313 n. 

Epistle of Church of Vienne,339 
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Tertullian, 346 n. 

Clemens Alex. 2. 

Irenzeus (cf. c. Her. 111.3. 3), 1. 
= Marcion, 316 


to the Romans: 


Clement of Rame, 48 n. 
Polycarp, #6. 
Seniores ap. Iren. 81 
Letter to Diognetus, 92 
ustin Martyr, 168 
eophilus, 228 
Athenagoras, 230 
Ophites, 283 
Basilides, 296 
[Valentinus, 300] 
Heracleon, 304 
Ptolemzus, 307 
Theodotus, 311 n. 
Tatian (?), 321 
Epistle of Church of Vienne, 339 
Illoris Zodla, 404 n. 


1 Ep. to the Corinthians: 


Clement of Rome, 48 n. 
Ignatius, #0. 
Polycarp, #6. 

Seniores ap. Iren. 81 
Letter to Diognetus, 92 
ustin Martyr, 170 
rag. de Resurr. 171 
Cohort. ad Greecos, 171 

Hermas, 201 
[Hegesippus, 217] 
Theophilus, 228 
Athenagoras, 230 
Simon Magus, 275] 
phites, 283 
Peratici, 283 
Basilides, 296 


.[Valentinus, 300] 


eracleon, 304 
Ptolemzus, 307 
Theodotus, 311 n. 
Tatian (?), 321 
Epistle of Church of Vienne (?), 


339 


2 Ep. to the Corinthians : 


Polycarp, 48 n. 
Seniores ap. Iren. 81 
Letter to Diognetus, 92 
Theophilus, 328 - 2 
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Ep. 


Ep. 


{Athenagoras, 230] 
Ophites, 283 ' 
Sethiani, 284 
Basilides, 296 


to the Galatians: 
Polycarp, 48 n. 

Letter to Diognetus. 92 
Orat. ad Grecos, 171 
Athenagoras, 230 
Ophites, 283 
Ptolemzus, 307 
Theodotus, 311 n. 
Tatian, 322 = 


. to the Colossians : 


Justin Martyr, 168 
Cohort. ad Groecos, 171 
Theophilus, 228 
Peratici, 283 

Basilides, 296 
Ptolemzus, 307 
Theodotus, 3tIn. 


to the Ephestans: 


Clement of Rome, 48 n. 
Ignatius, 2. 

Polycarp (?), 24. 

Letter to Diognetus, 92 
Hermas, 201 
Theophilus, 228 
Ophites, 283 

Basilides, 296 
[Valentinus, 300] 
Ptolemzeus, 307 
Marcosians (?), 308 
Theodotus, 311 n. 
Epistle of Church of Vienne, 339 


. to the Philippians: 


Polycarp, 48 n. 

Ignatius, #4. 

Letter to Diognetus, 92 

Frag. de Resurr. 171 
Theophilus, 228 

Sethiani, 284 

Theodotus, 311 

Epistle of Church of Vienne, 339 


1 Ep. to the Thessalonians: 


Ignatius (?), 48 n. 
Polycarp (?), #5. 
Dionysius of Corinth, 192 


2 Ep. to the Thessalonians : 


Polycarp (?), 48 n. 
Justin Martyr, 170 


1 Ep. to Timothy: 


Clement of Rome, 48 n. 
Polycarp, #6. 

Barnabas (?), 16. 

Letter to Diognetus, 92 

Frag. de Resurr. 171 
Hegesippus (?), 208 n. 
Theophilus, 228 

Athenagoras (?), 230 
Theodotus, 3t1 n. 

Epistle of Church of Vienne, 339 


2 Ep. to Timothy: 
Barnabas (?), 48 n. 
Polycarp, 24. 
Heracleon, 304 


Ep. to Titus: 


Clement of Rome (?), 48 n. 
Letter to Diognetus, 92 
Theophilus, 228 

Tatian, 321 


* Ep. to Philemon: 
Ignatius (?), 48 n. 


Ep. to the Hebrews: 


Clement of Rome, 49. Cf. p. 
181 n. 

ustin Martyr, 170 

inytus, 192 
Peshito, 238 n. 244 
Theophilus, 228, 389 
Ophites (?), 283 
[Valentinus (?), 300] 
Pantzenus, 355 
Clement of Alexandria, 74. 
Origen, 359, 364 
Dionysius of Alexandria, 365 
Theognostus, 368 
Peter of Alexandria, 25. 
Alexander of Alex. 368 n. 42y 
{Tertullian, 371] 
Lactantius (?), 372 n. 
{[Novatus, 377] 
Irenzus (?), 384 


Gregory Thaumat. 385 
Methodius, 387 
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Ep. 


Synod. Antioch. 39r 

Pamphilus, 394 

Archelaus, 396 n. 

Testaments of the xii. Patri- 
archs, 403 n. 

Eusebius, 416, 423 . 

Theodore of Mopsuestia, 442 

Pacian, 451 


Hilarius Diac. #4. 
Lucifer, 454 
Faustinus, 454 n. 

= Vetus Latina (?), 259, 266 
= Canon Murat. 218 
= Tertullian, 371 
=Caius, 318 

= Hippolytus, 380 
= Marcion, 316 

= Cyprian, 372 

= Victorinus, #5. 

= Novatus, 377 

= Optatus Mil. 451 
= Phebadius, 25, 

= Zeno, 1d. 


of St Ffames: 


Clement of Rome, 48 n. Cf. 
187 : ° 

Hermas, 201 

Melito a ry 

Peshito, 2 

[Clemens Ale. ], 355+ Cf. 357 

Origen, 361 

Dionysius of Alex. 366 

[Novatus, 377] 

Gregory Thaumat. 385 

Eusehius (?), 419, 424 

Chrysostom, 442 

Basil, 446 

= Canon Murat. 219 

= Vetus Latina, 265 

= Irenzeus (?), 384 

= Tertullian, 373 

= Cyprian, 373 

= Theodore of Mopsuestia, 442 


First Ep. of St Peter: 


[Clement of Rome], 187 
Polycarp, 48 n. 

Papias, 77 

J.etter to Diognetus, 92 
Hermas, 201 

Melito (?), 333 


INDEX II. SYNOPSIS OF HISTORICAL EVIDENCE. 


Peshito, 244 

Theophilus, 229 

Basilides, 296 

Marcosians (?), 310 
Theodotus, 312 n. 

Epistle of Church of Vienne, 339 
Tertullian, 263 n. 347 n. 
Clemens Alex. #4. 

Irenzus, £6, 


Origen, 359 


Second Ep. of St Peter: 


Clement of Rome. Cf. c. xi.; 
2 Pet, ii. 6—9. 

Polycarp (?), 48 n. 329 n. 

[Clemens Alex. 355, cf. 358] 

Vetus Latina, oe 

Origen (?), 362 

{Novatus, 377] 

Firmilian (?). 386 

Theophilus (?), 228 n. 389 

Eusebius (?), 415 

Ephrem Syrus (?), 444 

Palladius, 442 n. 

[Melito, 222 n.] 

= Peshito, 244 

=TIrenzeus, 384 

= Tertullian, 373 

= Cyprian, #4. 

= Hippolytus ye 380 n. 

== Cosmas (:), 4 

= Theodore of Mopeacili (?), 


442 


First Ep. of St Fokn : 


[Clement of Rome], 187 
Polycarp, 48 n. 

Papias, 77 

Letter to Diognetus, gr 
Justin, 1 

Canon Murat. 218 
Peshito, 244 
[Valentinus (?), 300] 
Epistle of Church of Vienne, 339 
Tertullian, 347 n. 
Irenzus, 76. 

Clemens Alex. #. 


Origen, 359 


Second and Third Epp. of St Fohn: 


Canon Mura’. (?), 218 f. 
Codex Bezz (Ep. 3), 249 
[hemes Alex.], 355 

— Ep. 2, 357 


Ep. 





Origen (?), 363 

Dionysius of Alex. 366 
{Tertullian, 373] 

(Cyprian, 2. ] 

Alexander of Alex. (Ep. 2), 429 
Aurelius (Ep. 2), 374 

Irenzus (Ep. 2), 383 

Eusebius (?), 419 

Tichonius (Ep. 2), 415 n. 
Palladius (Ep. 3), 442 n. 

= Peshito, 244 

= Theodore of Mopsuestia, 442 
= Chrysostom (?), 442 


of St Fude: 


Canon Murat. 218 f. 
Clemens Alex. 355, 387 
Origen, 361 

Tertullian, 259, 373 

Auct. adv. Novat. her. 374 
Caius (?), 380 

Malchion, 392 

Eusebius (?), 419, 424 
Palladius, 442 n. 
=TIrenzeus, 384 

= Peshito, 244 

= Theodore of Mopsuestia, 442 


Apocalypse : 


Papias, 77 

Justin Martyr, 121, 167 
Dionysius of Corinth, 191 
Hermas, 201 

Canon Murat. 219 
Melito, 222 

Vetus Latina, 258 
Cerinthus, 277 
Ophites (?), 284 
Marcosians, 311 
Tatian, 321 
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Epistle of Church of Vienne, 339 


Tertullian, 347 n. 361, 374 
Clemens Alex. 347 n. 337 
Irenzeus, 347 n. 383 
Theophilus, 228, 389 
Origen, 359, 363 
{Dionysius of Alex. 346] 
Victorinus, 372 
Cyprian, 374 
Commodian, 76. 
Lactantius, 2d. 
Hippolytus, 380 
Apollonius, 382 
Methodius, 387 
Frag. adv. Cataphr. #). 
Theophilus, 389 
Pamphilus, 394 
Sibylline Oracles, 404 © 
Testt. of the xii. Patriarchs. 403 
Lucian, 405 n. 
Tichonius, 414 n. 
Eusebius (?), 419, 424 
Chrysostom (?), 442 n. 
Ephrem Syrus, 444 
Basil, 446 
Gregory of Nyssa, /4. 
Andrew, 447 
Arethas, 26. 
Epiphanius (?), 447 
Athanasius, 448 
[Didymus, 24.] 
Dionysius Areop. 449 n. 
= Caius (so said), 278 n. 378, 
cf. 380 
= Dionysius of Alex. 356 
= Peshito, 244 
= (Ecumenius (?), 450 
= Theophylact (?), «4. 
=Concil. Laod. 433 
= Amphilochius, 445 
= Gregory Nazianz. 1b. 
= Cyril of Jerusalem, 447 


THE END. 
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